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Ye. Justice Pearson will take the Northern Circuit at the 
‘qmmer assizes, and the Oxford Circuit at the autumn assizes. 
itis presumed that his list of causes will, during his absence, be 
tmsferred to Mr. Justice Norrn. 





Jyavpirton to the arrangements which we announce elsewhere 
frthe summer assizes, the following judges will take the autumn 
"gazes named below :—North and South Wales Circuit, Baccatiay, 
‘Wd; South-Eastern Circuit, Fry, L.J.; Northern Cireuit, Den- 
gyand Frerp, JJ.; Western Circuit, Huppresron, B.; Midland 
it, Srepuen, J.; Oxford Circuit, Pearson, J.; North-Eastern 
Greuit, Burr and Surru, JJ. 





‘Tue suMMER crecurts, which will commence in about a month, 
jill deprive the Court of Appeal of two of its permanent judges ; 
mu the Lord Chief Justice, who also goes on circuit, will te 
able to afford his assistance to the court. The result is likely 
fo be the closing of one division of the Court of Appeal several 
weeks prior to the commencement of the Long Vacation. Con- 
fering the state of the business before the court, this cessation of 
wrk is lamentabie, but we suppose it would be practically im- 
posible that appeals from the Queen’s Bench Division could be 
heard while the counsel engaged in them are on circuit. 





“Tur arremrt to bring solicitors to companies within the summary 
pwer given by section 165 of the Companies Act, 1862, which 
Ws made this week in the case of In re The Great Wheal Pol- 
wih (Limited) has failed, Vice-Chancellor Bacon holding that 
tt mere performance by a solicitor of the ordinary duties of 
wlcitor to a company (including the allowing his name to appear 
it the prospectus, distributing the prospectuses and preparing the 
agreements between the vendor and the company) does not consti- 
tte the solicitor a promoter or officer of the company within section 
165. It is impossible to see how a solicitor who merely transacts 
the legal business of a company can be said to be an “officer” of 
the company within the section, or to be liable for ‘‘ misfeasance ” 

means misfeasance in the nature of a breach of trust) “or 
mach of trust in relation to the company”; there being no 
iittiary relation between such solicitor and the company. The 
(tion was almost covered by authority ; for it has been held that 
‘iiker who transacts the banking business of a company, is not 
M@ficer of the company (In re Imperial Land Company, of 
Meteities, 1. R. 10 Eq. 298). 








A prctston of considerable importance to solicitors was given on 
y last in Re Bradford and Thursley. An application had 
made by one of the solicitors in an action that the solicitor 

of the opposite party should deliver a bill of costs. This applica- 
was refused by a master, and the refusal was accompanied by 

m order that the applying solicitor should personally pay the costs 
‘the application. Both the refusal and the order having been 
wnfirmed by Manisry, J., the question was brought before a 
divisional court, consisting of Porzock, B., and Lorrs, J. Those 
#arned judges, however, held that no appeal lay, and for this they 
on sections 49 and 50 of the Judicature Act, 1873. By 
Section 49, “no order made . . as to costs only, which by 
lw are left to the discretion of the court, shall be subject to any 


»” and by section 50, ‘‘every order made by a judge . 





in chambers, except orders made in the exercise of such discretion 
as aforesaid, may be set aside by any divisional court.” We con- 
fess we are somewhat surprised by this decision. No doubt, in one 
sense, the order appealed against was an order as to costs, but we 
cannot but think that the costs within the meaning of the sections 
referred to are costs in the strict sense of the term—that is, costs 
between party and party, or between solicitor and client. In this 
case the order was an order upon a solicitor to pay a penalty 
equivalent to costs of a particular amount. 





Tue case of Wheelwright v._ Walker, which had already con- 
tributed something of importance to the interpretation of the 
Settled Land Act, was, last Monday, under another name (In re 
John Walker's Trusts and the Settled Land Act), the means of 
contributing something more. On the previous occasion, as the 
reader will remember, three important points were decided—first, 
that the tenant for life, under a ee Before the 
passing of the Act, can now, by a sale made under the Act, defeat 
a sale of the reversion made, before the passing of the Xct by the 
réversioner ; secondly, that trustees a deferred power of 
sale are not trustees ‘‘for purposes of this Act” within the mean- 
ing of section 2, sub-section (8) ; and, thirdly, that when there are 
no trustees ‘‘for purposes.of the Act,” such trustees must be 
appointed, for the purpose of receiving the notice mentioned in 
section 45 of the Act, before the tenant for life exercises his power 
of sale. The first point in that decision could not possibly have 
been avoided, considering the language of the Act; but it involves 
a startling interference with the rights of property, as they have been 
hitherto understood, which probably was not foreseen by the Act’s 
promoters, since it might easily have been avoided without, in any 
appreciable degree, injuring the Act’s efficiency. It seemed very 
hard that a man who had bought a reversion, in reliance upon the 
permanence of the law and the correctness of his own judgment, 
should have his hope of profit turned into a certainty of loss, by 


the change of his improveable reversion in land jpto an unim- 
proveable reversion In consols, or something of that sort. Possibly 


a sense of this hardship made the court not very willing to make 
matters easier for the other side than it could help; and this may 
perhaps have tended to facilitate the decision of the second point. 
Last Monday something to the same purpose seems to have occurred. 
The tenant for life now proposed that the existing trustees of the 
settlement, one of whom was his solicitor, should be appointed 
trustees “‘for purposes of the Act.” This appointment of the 
solicitor was opposed by the purchaser of the reversion; and Mr. 
Justice Kay held that the objection ought to be sustained. It is, 
of course, obvious that the unfortunate purchaser, who had a rever- 
sion in consols thrust upon him, against his will, by the law, 
might reasonably ask to be allowed some voice in the appointment 
of the persons who are to have the custody of his property ; and 
we may remind the reader of the observations made by Mr. Justice 
Pearson in Re Harrop’s Trusts (supra, p. 450), upon the propriety 
of appointing independent persons as trustees, in order . protect 
the interests of remaindermen. 


























~ 





THE MAIN FEATURE Of the first debate of the Standing Committee 
on the Criminal Code Procedure Bill was the carrying, after two 
divisions, of clause 7, providing that ‘‘no civil remedy for any act 
or omission shal! be suspended by reason that such act or omission 
amounts to a criminal offence.” The law of this subject has long been 
in an unsatisfactory state. Every authority bearing upon it up to 1872 
will be found diseussed in the judgments of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench (Cocxsury, C.J., and Bracksven, Luvs, and Quary, JJ.) 
in the well-known case of Wells v. Abrahams (20-W. R. 659, 
L. R. 7 Q: B. 554). It appears from the judgment of Bracksury, J., 
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that the judges differed upon the law so far back as the reign of 
Charles the First, when Markham v. Cobb (W. Jones, 147) was 
decided ; and in the more modern case of Wellock v. Constantine 
(2 H. & C. 146), Marrm, B., dissented from the majority, and 
Cuannext, B., gave no judgment. Wells v. Abraham, however, is 
clear to the effect that, as it was put by Cocxsurn, C.J., ‘where 
an injury amounts to an infringement of the civil rights of an 
individual, and, at the same time, to a felonious wrong, the civil 
remedy—that is, the right of redress by action—is suspended until 
the party inflicting the injury has been prosecuted ;”” but the same 
case establishes with equal clearness that, if the defence be raised for 
the defendant at the trial, the judge is bound to “ try the issues on 
the record” and pay no regard to such defence. It had previously 
been expressly decided in Lutterell v. Reynell (13 M. & W. 603) 
that the defendant could not, by way of plea, set up 
his own turpitude, and say that he had been guilty of 
a felony, in answer to an action for trespass. How, then, 
could the rule be enforced? The only answer to this ques- 
tion is in the vague surmises of the court in Wells v. Abrahams, 
that ‘“‘they were not prepared to say,” that ‘‘the Crown might 
not have the power to stay proceedings.” It appears, therefore, that 
the rule is at all events almost entirely a dead letter, and in the more 
recent case of Ex parte Leslie, In re Guerrier (51 L. J. Ch. 688), 
the Court of Appeal appears to have gone so far as to doubt the 
existence of the rule itself. ‘‘We have been referred,” said 
JxssEL, M.R., in that case ‘‘ to a line of authorities which seem to 
lay down the principle that when the claim arises out of a felony, 
you cannot sue in respect of that claim until you have, or someone 
else has, prosecuted for the felony, or a prosecution for the felony 
is no longer practicable. here may or may not be such a prin- 
ciple,” &c. A similar doubt was also expressed, but with greater 
abundance of comment on the part of Bramwett, L.J., by the 
Court of Appeal in Ex parte Ball, In re Shepherd (L. R. 10 Ch. 
D. 667), in which it was held that the obligation to prosecute does 
not extend to a trustee in bankruptcy, and it was said by Bac- 
eattay, L.J., that the rule does not apply where the offender has 
been brought to justice at the instance of some other person injured 
by a similar offence. We gladly welcome the successful effort of 
the Government to place the law of this vexed question upon a 
satisfactory footing. 





Mr. Justice Hawkins, in the case of Reg. v. Kino and Davis, 
is reported to have said that he thought it was very hard upon the 
jury to be kept so long from their homes, and to have added that 
‘he would give directions that the period of three years for which 
the present jury would be exempt from serving again should be 
extended to six years in their case.” The law of this subject is 
slightly intricate, varying as it does in different counties ; but we 
have not been able to discover any statute authorizing so liberal an 
exemption from service, and we think we are correct in stating that 
such exemptions as exist are derived entirely from statutes, and 
do not depend on any rule of the common law. The Juries Act, 1870 
(33 & 34 Vict. c. 77), enacts that “‘no person shall be summoned to 
serve on any jury or inquest (except a grand jury) more than once 
in any one year, unless all the jurors upon the list shall have been 
already summoned to serve during such year ; provided that nothing 
herein contained shall prejudice the operation of any certificate 
granted under the County Juries Act, 1825, ss. 41, 42.” Turning 
to the sections referred to, we find that section 41 provides that 
every juror, after having served, may obtain a certificate of service 
from the clerk of the peace, and (section 42), that no man shall be 
returned as a juror in the county of Middlesex who has the certifi- 
cate of having served ‘‘in either of the two terms or vacations 
immediately preceding” the sessions or assizes. In the case of 
other counties, the term of exemption is, by the same section, 
longer, being one year in the case of Hereford, Cambridge, Hunt- 
ingdon, or Rutland; four years in the case of York; and two years 
in the case of other counties. Where the trial is, as in the case of 
Reg. v. Kino and Davis, before the Central Criminal Court, the 
statute establishing that court directs, by section 4, that any person 
summoned from the countics of Essex, Kent, and Surrey, shall be 
exempt for twelve months, and this statute, being subsequent to 
the County Juries Act, might, perhaps, be held to alter the two 
years’ exemption under that Act to twelve months, as far as those 














discover, no enactment authorizing a learned judge to exte 
period of exemption, it seems highly desirable that such a y 
should be given, and occasion might be taken, in the Crimin 
Procedure Bill, both to do this, and to consolidate the sections , 
of the Juries Act and Central Criminal Court Act, which deal. with 
the subject. It will be remembered that clause 54 of the Bill giv, 
power to order any criminal case to be tried by a special jury, ang | 
it may be suggested that some power might be given to inepogs, | 
the remuneration of the special jurors at the cost of the T i 
If this were done, their hardships, which are not unfreq 
great, would be more cheerfully undergone. 





ConsIDERABLE PROGRESS has been made at the sittings of the Grand 
Committee on the Bankruptcy Bill since our last issue, clauses 58 tp 
78 having been disposed of. On Friday clauses 53 to 60, relatingty 
the declaration and distribution of dividends ; the declaration of jg; 
and separate dividends in cases of partnership ; making provision 
for creditors residing at a distance, for creditors who fail to prov 
prior to the declaration of a dividend, and for the payment of final 
dividend ; providing that no action for a dividend shall lie agains 
a trustee ; giving power to employ the bankrupt to manage pro 
or carry on business, and providing for the bankrupt to be entitled ty 
the surplus of his estate, were agreed to with some slight alterations, 
On clause 61, relating to the appointment of official receivers, a long 
discussion as to the proposed power of the Board of Trade in this 
respect took place, and the clause was amended by omitting the 
specification of registrars of county courts not having jurisdictionin 
bankruptcy, and high bailiffs, as persons to be appointed; thys 
leaving the Board of Trade entirely free in the selection of persons 
for the office. Clauses 62 and 63, relating to the status of official 
receivers and their duties as regards the debtor’s conduct, wen 
agreed to without alteration, and in clause 64, which defines th 
duties of official receivers as to debtors’ estates, an amendment, 
moved by Mr. Greeory, to insert words empowering the official 
receiver to authorize a special manager to raise money and make 
advances in the interest of the estate, where necessary, was adopted. 
Clause 65, relating to the appointment of officers of the Board 
of Trade, was agreed to without discussion, and, in clause 66, which 
provides for the remuneration of trustees, the following additional 
sub-clause was, on the motion of Mr. Drxon-Hanrriam, 
adopted :— 

‘** A trustee shall not, under any circumstances whatever, make any 
arrangement for, or accept from the bankrupt or any solicitor, auctioneer, 
or any other person who may be employed about a bankruptcy, any giff, 
remuneration, or pecuniary or other consideration whatever beyond the 
remuneration fixed by the creditors and payable out of the estate.” 

An amendment by Mr. McLacan was accepted in clause 6/ 
relating to the taxation of costs, which will require the taxing 
master to satisfy himself that the employment of persons whos 
bills are presented to him for taxation was duly sanctioned by the 
committee of inspection. The next clause, which provides for the. 
payment of moneys belonging to bankrupts’ estates into the Bank 
of England gave rise to much difference of opinion in Committee. 
Mr. Drxon-Harrtayp moved to omit sub-clause 3, which provides 
for the payment by trustees into the Bankruptcy Estates Account 
at the Bank of England of all moneys belonging to bankrupts’ 
estates coming to their hands, with a view to proposing provisions 
in place thereof on the lines of the present law, allowing the 
trustee to keep the money of estates in such bank as the creditors 
may appoint. Mr. Cuampertary set his face firmly against this 
alteration of the original proposals of the Bill, but on Friday the 
evident sense of the Committee was against him. The discussion 
was not, however, concluded when the Committee rose. 

On Monday the discussion upon Mr. Drxon-Harriann’s amend 
ment was resumed, and Mr. Cuampertary having agreed to accept 
a suggestion by Sir H. Vivian by way of compromise, sub-clause $ 
was adopted upon a division by forty-one to twenty-seven, 
number taking part therein being only three short of the entire 
members of the Committee. Sub-clause 4 was then altered, a 
suggested by Sir H. Vivian, so as to read as follows :— 

“‘ Provided that if it appears to the committee of inspection that for the 
purpose of carrying on the debtor's business, or of obtaining advances, 
because of the probable amount of the cash balances, or if the committee 


satisfy the Board of Trade that for any other reason it is for the advan) : 


the creditors generally that the trustee should have an account & 
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counties are concerned. But, although there is, so far as we can 


local bank, the Board of Trade shall, on the application of the committee 
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‘inspection, authorize the trustee to make payments into and out of 
‘ech bank as the committee may select.” 

‘he sub-clause, as originally drawn, left the matter entirely in the 
| fgeretion of the Board of Trade, but it will be seen that the 
jmportant alterations which we have italicised will give the 
gamittee this discretion where a business is being carried on, or 
where it is necessary to obtain advances, and in large estates. A 
farther slight amendment to clause 68, providing that the account 
“ gall be opened in the name of the bankrupt’s estate, was also 
and the clause was agreed to, as were also, with some slight 
gmendments, clauses 69 to 78, which provide for the investment of 
- funds in the Bankruptcy Estates Account; the application 
of fees and dividends on investments in aid of expenditure; the 
dit of trustees’ accounts; books to be kept by the trustee; 
gnual statement of proceedings to be transmitted by trustees to 
the Board of Trade; the release of trustees; their official name ; 
pwer to appoint joint or successive trustees; the vacating of the 
dice of trustee if a receiving order is made against him; and the 
moval of the trustee by the creditors or the Board of Trade. 





Awew pornt of considerable importance in the law as to right to 
miter was decided by Pottocx, B. (sitting for Pzarson, J.), in 


tions, Imsit v. Great Eastern Railway Compnny (31 W. R. 603). It 
Tong i, of course, familiar law that although a riparian owner has no 
1 this in the water flowing past his land, he is entitled to the 
g the masonable use of it. And, in order to enable a riparian owner 
ion in lower down the stream to maintain an action for damages for 
thus injury to his water right by the use made of the water by the upper 
rsons i owner, he must show, not merely an unwarrantable use, 
ficial but an ny resulting to himself from such use (see Williams v. 
wen Morland, 2 B. & C. 910). As Lord Corrennam said in Elmhirst v. 
} thy (2 Mac. & G., at p. 50), ‘“‘In the manufacturing districts, 
nent, there are as many mills along a stream as the water will supply, 
ficial itwould be extremely hard that a proprietor of one of such mills 
nake night not divert the stream within his own land, restoring it to the 
ted. meient channel before it entered the lands of his neighbour, with- 
oan outa diminution of the usual quantity. In such cases in 
hich ander to sustain an injunction there must be’both an unwarrantable 
onal weand an injury resulting from such use.”’ It is also now well 
AND, sttled that a riparian owner cannot, except as against himself, 


gant his riparian rights (see the most recent case on the subject : 
Ormerod v. Todmorden Mill Company, ante, p. 418). But suppose 
ariparian owner does grant to a person who is not a riparian owner 
slicence to divert water from a stream at a point within his land, 
amd use it in the non-riparian land, the water being returned to the 
siteam in the same condition and without sensible diminution at 
mother point in the riparian owner’s land, can a lower riparian 
owner maintain an action to restrain such wrongful diversion and 
wer? Mr. Baron Potzockx held that he could not. It is obvious 
that if, under these circumstances, time ran in favour of the licensee 
against the lower riparian owners, the licensee might gain a right 
Wagainst them, without the possibility of their being able to pre- 
vent it. Mr. Baron Potxocx, however, on the strength of Sampson 
¥. Hoddinott (5 W. R. 230, 1 C. B. N. 8. 590), held that the time 

which any adverse right would begin to accrue to the licensee 
Wsthe time from which the lower riparian owner’s water right 
Yegmn to be prejudicially affected. 
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The dinner which is to be given by the bar to Mr. Benjamin, Q.C., on 
his retirement, will, by permission of the benchers, take place in the Inner 
Temple Hall, on Saturda , the 30th inst. 

The following are the circuits chosen by the judges for the ensuing 
simmer assizes :—viz., Western Circuit, Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Fry, 
LJ. ; South-Eastern Circuit, B galley, L.J., and Day, J.; North Wales 

Lindley, L.J. ; South Wales Circuit, Field, J.; Midland Circuit, 

m, B., and A. L. Smith, J.; North-Eastern Circuit, Hawkins 

and Cave, JJ. ; Northern Circuit, Stephen and Pearson, JJ.; and Oxford 
Mathew and Butt, JJ. 


According to the Central Law Journal, the Supreme Court of the United 
States has adjourned after disposing, during the term just ended, of 387 
ses. The number of cases awaiting the action of the court continues 
year by year to increase.. At the end of the term of 1879 there were left 

\ of 791 cases; at the end of the October term of 1880 the 
had increased to $37, and at the end of this term had reached 
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THE CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL. 


Tue Criminal Appeal Bill has at length got through Committee, 
and it seems probable that it will become law this session. We 
suppose that legislation on this subject has become inevitable. As 
we said when the Bill was first introduced, public opinion had 
pronounced in favour of some sort of appeal in criminal cases. It 
had become a stock topic with newspaper writers and the votaries 
of social science congresses. The theoretical arguments in favour 
of an appeal in criminal cases are very obvious. It is said to be 
anomalous that, in a civil action involving, perhaps, a few pounds, 
there should be an appeal; whereas, in a question of life and death, 
there is no appeal. The old proverb says that you may as well 
hang a dog as give him a bad name. In the present age of 
doctrinaires, to call an existing arrangement an anomaly with 
sufficient persistence is to seal its fate. We cannot, however, hel: 
doubting whether the existence of an appeal in criminal cases will 
produce all the advantages anticipated, and whether it will 
altogether meet the evils that are frequently put forward as the 
strongest arguments in its favour. The object—or, at any rate, the 
main object—of the Bill is to prevent the conviction of innocent 
men. It is not proposed to give the prosecution a right of appeal. 
Every one with any experience of the subject knows how often it 
happens that prisoners obviously guilty escape conviction, and how 
mischievous this kind of failure of justice is; but it seems to us 
that it is nevertheless not expedient that there should be an appeal 
against such acquittals. It would not probably be satisfactory to 
public opinion that a person should be punished for a crime of 
which a jury had on a previous trial acquitted him. The 
question, therefore, to consider is how far the existence of an 
appeal will prevent the conviction of innocent men. We have no 
doubt that it sometimes happens that a man is convicted of a crime 
of which he is innocent. There are certain classes of cases in 
which there is sometimes considerable risk of this happening—as, 
for instance, cases where a large batch of rioters are tried together ; 
cases where a man, possibly not of the best general character, though 
innocent of the particular crime, has been in company with others 
who are guilty of the crime about the time of its being committed, 
and cases in which there is a strong prejudice arising from the 
nature of the offence, as where a jury of farmers try a case of 
rick-burning. In such cases, juries are sometimes a little apt to jump 
to a conclusion, and sometimes it is very difficult for them to weigh 
separately the evidence against each of several prisoners. Again, 
there are cases of mistaken identity and also of concocted charges. 
Some striking cases that in late years have come before the public, 
in which it has been proved, or appeared very likely, that there 
had been an unjust conviction, have in all probability stimu- 
lated legislation on the subject. It is urged, and no doubt 
with much force, that it is unsatisfactory that there 
should be no means of nullifying the mistake of the jury, 
except through the action of the Home Secretary, who 
ought not, it is said, to act as an appellate tribunal in criminal 
matters. We are inclined, however, to doubt whether the 
existence of an appeal can have so much effect in obviating the 
danger of an unjust conviction in such cases as is popularly sup- 
posed, and we are further inclined to doubt whether the writers 
and speakers who clamour for this legislation have ever tried to 
think out, or are capable by their experience of thinking out, the 
working of the appeal in practice. 

There are certain fundamental difficulties that must arise 
in relation to the working of an appeal tribunal in criminal 
cases which do not arise in civil cases. If the judges deal 
with the case as they have been in the habit of dealing 
with motions for new trials in civil cases, it does not seem to us 
that many of the cases in which there is reason to fear-an unjust 
conviction would be affected by the proposed provision. The 
ground of the motion for a new trial will, in most cases, be that 
the verdict was against the evidence, or ‘was not founded on 
sufficient evidence.” Considerable difficulty will arise as to the 
interpretation to be given in practice by judges to these latter 
words, which are to be found in clause 3, sub-clause 3. The 
judges do not interfere with verdicts in civil cases as being against 
the evidence if’ there was evidence on which the jury might 
honestly and reasonably have come to the conclusion at which they 
did arrive, even although they themselves would not have arrived 
at the same conclusion. In a criminal case, where there is a 
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conviction, there must generally be a case against the prisoner on 
the evidence, or else the judge ought to, and generally does, tell 
the jury not to convict. In cases where a conviction would be 
against evidence in this sense, there seldom is a conviction. What 
are the judges on an appeal intended to do under the words we 
have cited from clause 3, sub-clause 3? Are they to give a new 
trial only where they come to the positive conclusion that the jury 
were wrong, or also where they are not satisfied the jury were 
right? This is really a very serious and difficult question, and we 
doubt whether its bearing has been sufficiently considered. There 
seems to be no alternative between constituting themselves jury- 
men and themselves forming a conclusion on the evidence on paper 
without the advantage of seeing the witnesses, or else of treating 
the matter on the same footing as a motion for a new trial, on the 
ground that the verdict was against evidence, in which case, 
practically, the appeal will rarely be of much use. Neither 
alternative is altogether satisfactory. If the judges are to con- 
sider the evidence with a view to considering whether it produces 
an undoubting conviction of the prisoner’s guilt on their own 
minds, they will unquestionably be placed very often in a position 
of some difficulty. Suppose, for instance, that three witnesses 
swear to the prisoner for the prosecution, and three witnesses for 
the defence swear to an alibi. On paper, these witnesses may all 
appear of equal value, and, reading such evidence without pre- 
suming anything in favour of the verdict, it may be impossible to 
say that the question of the prisoner’s guilt is not doubtful. In 
court, it may have been very easy for the jury to decide as 
between the two sets of witnesses. If, in such a case, the judges 
send the case for a new trial, it will very probably happen that the 
prisoner is tried again on precisely the same evidence. If a con- 
viction is again obtained, the observation will be open that the 
prisoner has been convicted on evidence that did not satisfy the 
minds of the judges as to his guilt. And we cannot help 
thinking that the prosecution on the second trial will always be 
somewhat handicapped by the fact that the judges have sent the 
case down for a new trial. But, on the other hand, if the judges 
always refuse a new trial, where there was reasonable evidence to 
support the verdict, the object in view will hardly be satisfied. 
We have not space to go into detailed examination of particular 
eases, but we think that if anyone will turn over in his mind the 
facts of the most notorious cases in which, of late years, it has 
been alleged that an innocent man has been convicted, and consider 
how far the existence of such an appeal would have been of any 
use, he will find that what we say is justified. In many of those 
cases the evidence both in court and on paper was amply sufficient 
to support the verdict, and yet the verdict was wrong. 

It should be remembered, moreover, that in civil cases the ques- 
tions involved, and their mode of treatment, are altogether different. 
It is recognized that when the conflicting civil rights of two 
individuals are concerned, you must give effect to a balance of 
probability, and the jury being made the judges of this, there is no 
great difficulty in the way of judges upholding a conclusion which 
they would not themselves have arrived at if it, is not unreason- 
able or perverse. Criminal matters are altogether different. A 
judge will be driven, more or less, to take on himself the functions 
of a juryman in deciding on an appeal, and he will be placed, as 
we have pointed out, in considerable difficulty in many cases. It 
is frequently urged that in cases where the conviction can be 
clearly proved to have been wrong, an opportunity ought to be 
given for the restoration of an innocent man’s character by the 
reversal of his conviction in due form of law, and that it is 
insufficient to pardon a man who ought never to have been con- 
victed. But, after all, this is rather a technical than a substantial 
matter. The real restoration of character in such a case takes 
place, rather through the operation of public opinion, than through 
the forms of law. We are disposed, moreover, to think that it is 
difficult, for many reasons, and even impossible, to dispense 
altogether with the exercise of a dispensing power by the Home 
Secretary in criminal cases, irregular and anomalous as such a 
power may be, and that such pact ought still to be exercised, 
even after the establishment of a court of appeal. It may be that 
when the questions involved only concern the ordinary facts of life, 
a second jury is the best tribunal to reconsider the case if there 
appears to be any doubt about the correctness of the first verdict ; 
but cases frequently involve obscure scientific or technical matters, 
as to which the verdict of a second jury may be no more satisfac- 
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factory than that of the first. Men have uently bbe 
from the extreme penalty of the law because the verdict 
beer satisfactory on sore point of a scientific nature to a der. 
able number of scientific men qualified to judge. In such & tam 
a second jury may give a verdict of guilty, and yet, in truth, then 
may be really no greater certainty of theman’s guilt than before. Wh, 
people seem to forget is that, in many cases of difficulty, the opiniy 
of twenty-four average men is not worth more than that of twelve. 
No doubt further evidence may be given on a second trial, and | 
some cases, such evidence may be really conclusive one way of th 
other. But most frequently, in substance, the evidence will 
the same. 3 

Again, the time for appealing is by the Bill, and if th 
nature of things must be, limited; otherwise witnesses 
die and an appeal may be brought when the materials for a 
mination have ceased to exist. But in many of the cases in w 
itocent men are said to have been convicted the injustice of the 
verdict only appears by confessions or statements made many ji 
afterwards. We do not see how any provision as to appeal dip 
meet these cases. It seems to us that, in some respects, the a 
system may place innocent men in a worse position than ba 
If the judges refuse the appeal on the ground that they cannot 
see that the verdict was clearly wrong, any attempt to bring th 
dispensing power of the Home Secretary into play will be mai 
much more difficult after the appeal has failed. If there is a ney 
trial and a second verdict of guilty, the same thing will happen, 
and yet it may well be that the second verdict no more precludes 
doubt or satisfies public opinion, or the opinion of those 
qualified to judge, than the first. Another objection; we 
think, to the giving of an appeal is that it still further increases 
the inequality between the rich and the poor criminal, and we ar 
disposed to think that, to some extent, it may weaken the deterrent 
effect of the law. There is considerable uncertainty about all 
proceedings. Every fresh stage constitutes a fresh ground 
vague hopes of escape. Undoubtedly, it will be the case that some 
appeals will result in an acquittal of a man who is probably 
guilty. Such an occurrence will undoubtedly pro tanto tend 
diminish the efficacy of the law. Again, promptitude of operati 
is, to our mind, most essential to the deterrent effect of puni 
ment, and the appeal must often mean considerable delay. 

We do not pretend to weigh the pros and cons against the Bill 
We doubt whether the question can any longer be considered an ope 
one in the sense that it is any use to deprecate any legislation @ 
the subject. We are disposed to think that in certain cases—t§ 
for instance, where evidence for the prisoner is wrongly rejectéd, 
which, however, rarely happens we think—it may be that then 
should sometimes be a new trial. What, however, we have vel 
tured to do is to indicate the respects in which this Bill, as it seems 
to us, may fail to satisfy popular ideas and expectations with 
regard to its effect. 








In the City of London Court, on Wednesday, says the Daily News 
before Mr. Commissioner Kerr, an application was made by Mr. Cla 
barrister, to set aside a nonsuit previously directed in a case, e 
tiff was the assignee of Mr. Hallward, a solicitor, who had transferred 
right to recover certain commissions alleged to be due to him from 
Sovereign Life Insurance Company in respect of policies of insurané 
which he had introduced to them. On the original hearing objection wa 
taken that these commissions were not choses in action, and so not assi 
under the Judicature Act, inasmuch as Mr. Hallward himself could not 
claim them from the insurance company. This objection seemed 80 
to the plaintiff's claim that, after considerable discussion as to the law, he 
elected to be nonsuited, and an order was made authorizing the I 
to pay the money, amounting to £13 15s., out of court back to the m 
ance company, the latter not being unwilling to take back cash Be 
shortly before they were quite ready to pay over. The present @ 
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tion, therefore, was to set aside the nonsuit on the ground that the com- 

any having once admitted their liability had now no right to the money, 

n the course of the argument it was pointed out that it had been helt 
the Queen’s Bench Division, in the case of Copp y. Lynch, that t Fo 
missions in question were legal, though not moral, ‘frauds, and that 
firm of solicitors alone derived no less than £2,000 a year income from this 
source. Mr. Kerr: I hope their clients will come to know this, and wil 
demand their money back. Mr. Clark: You are not here to adminis 
the moral law. Mr. Kerr: If I were I would give up my position at om 
I hope every publicity will be given to cases of this kind, in order to 
people who wish to effect life insurances on their guard. The 
to set aside the verdict was refused, with costs. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 








E POINTS IN THE SETTLED LAND 
ACT. a Paik 


We think that otr readers will not be sorry to return for a little 
le to the important case of In re The Duke of Newcastle's 
filed Estates, of the judgment delivered in which our last 
amber contained a report. It ap to have dealt pretty fully 
qith the important question, whether separate powers, one under 
settlement and another under the Act, directed wholly or 
jally to the same énd, may exist and be separately exerciseable, 
as to powers given by the settlement, only with the cottsent of 
tenant for life, by virtue of section 56 of the Act. This ques- 
oi we commend most strongly to the reader’s attention; but the 
jdgment contains some other points worthy of notice. 
e learned judge prefaced his judgment upon the third and 
= of the pies raised, by saying that he had come to the con- 

dusion that the purport and object of the Act is “‘to grant to a 
gtenant for life very large powers for his own benefit ;” and he 
iiied, that he desired to construe the Act in that spirit. We 
iotild not desire readily to differ in opinion from a judge whose 

firacter for industry and acumen, already high, has been raised 

higher by his conduct on the bench; nor do we perceive that 

influence, of a kind which we should wish absent, was exer- 
tised by this view upon his judgment. But we cannot help think- 
ing that the view is one which requires to be expressed and 

ted with some caution. Section 53 declares that ‘‘a tenant 
for life shall, in exercising any power under this Act, have regard 
tothe interests of all parties entitled under the settlement, and 
shall, in relation to the exercise thereof by him, be deemed to be 
tithe position and to have the duties and liabilities of a trustee 
fir those parties.” This language is not, in its common usage, 
descriptive of the position of a person who simpliciter may exer- 
tise the powers in question for his own benefit. We feel quite 
1. that the learned judge intended to lay down the proposition 
in the sense in which it is compatible with the above-cited section. 
Bit his language admits by possibility of being misunderstood ; 
adit may be well to remind our readers of the limits which are 
imposed by section 58. We have been led to make the foregoing 
feitarks chiefly by the fact, that we do not quite understand the 
beiring of the above-mentioned proposition upon the rest of the 
judgment, which does not seem to be conspicuously distinguished 
for favouring the interests of the tenant for life. And we have 
ten had occasion to notice, that floating propositions of this 
ind are peculiarly liable to be picked up and misapplied by people 
Who are in search of a premiss to support some foregone conclusion 
of their own. 

‘We need not pause over the second question, which inquired 
Whether any and what part of the income of an infant tenant for 
ife (as we may, for convenience, term him, though he was, in fact, 
atenant in tail) should be treated as capital ; because there seems 
tobe nothing in the Act to affect the income of an infant more 
than the income of anybody else. But the first and fifth questions 
discussed in the judgment require a few words. They turned 
Tespectively upon sections 35 and 11 of the Act, which relate to 
the proceeds of the sale of timber and of the working of mines. 
_Séction 85 begins with the words, ‘‘ Where a tenant for life is 
Mpeachable for waste in respect of timber,’’ and it cannot be 
tibted that the section has no reference to settlements under 
Which the tenant for life is not impeachable for waste. The ques- 

relating to this section seems to have been decided only 
thetically by Mr. Justice Pearson. It did not clearly appear 
ther the tenant for life was impeachable for waste in respect 
oftimber or not, and the learned judge is reported to have held 
mat, af he was not impeachable for waste, the application of the 
toceeds of the timber would be regulated by the provisions of the 
ent, Here a further question arises which, in the 
ce of precise information about these ‘‘ provisions,” can only 
ethrown out asa question. Did the settlement simply “ pro- 
Mde” that the tenant for life should be unimpeachable for waste, 
giving to him, as income, the net proceeds of the timber? or 

Wid it, after declaring the tenant for lifo to be unimpeachable for 
ste, proceed to restrict in any way his right to the proceeds by 
hy “provisions” of a more special nature? On the first 
oe the phrase, ‘‘the provisions of the settlement,” 
pethaps, be a little misleading; while the second 
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simple words, ‘‘ without impeachment of waste;” did covit 
settlement, it is very odd that nobody in court should hd¥e been 
aware of the fact ; and, if they did not, but their place was taken 


by some more provisions, some difficulty not im- 
probably be found in ascertaining what is the p fesult of 


the decision upon this point. 

Section 11 of the Act, which deals with the application of the 
rent under mining leases, stands alone, we believe, in tontaining 
the words, ‘‘ unless a contrary intention ts expressed in the seétile- 
ment.’ It is, perhaps, not quite clear that these words enable 
the settlor wholly to exclude the operation of the section; 
but such a conclusion seems to be very probable, and it seems 
to be required in order to aceount for the decision of the 
learned judge, that, since the tenant for life was not impeach- 
able for waste in respect of mines, the application of the rent 
was regulated by the settlement, and that the provisions of 
section 11 did not apply. The bare fact that the tenant for life was 
not impeachable for Waste does not seem to be sufficient to carry 
this conclusion. Section 11 seems expressly to enact that, where 
the teriant for life is not impeachable for waste, one-fourth of the 
tent shall be set aside as capital. That is to say, the provisions of 
the section do seem to apply where the tenant for life is not im- 
peachable for waste, though they may, perhaps, not apply where 
‘a contraty intention is expressed in the settlement”; but on the 
last hypothesis, the mere declaration that the tenant for life shall 
not be impeachable for waste in respect of minerals, seems not to 
suffice as the expression of a ‘‘contrary intention” ; because the 
section goes on to say what is to be done when he is not impeach- 
able for such waste. There can be little doubt that the language of 
this section might, with much advantage, have been made less 
obscure. 

The most important part of the judgment is that which deals 
with the question of cumulative powers ; which arose in the present 
case upon the powers of leasing and of sale. A power of leasing, 
substantially the same with the power of leasing given by the Act 
to the tenant for life, was by the settlement given to the guardian 
or guardians for the time being of any pitey under the age of 
twenty-one years. The learned judge held that this power subsisted 
separately from the statutory power, and might be exercised by the 
guardians; but only with the consent of the trustees, as represent- 
ing the consent of the infant tenant for life, which is made obliga- 
tory by section 56, sub-section (2). 

The last-cited sub-section enacts that ‘‘ notwithstanding anything 
in the settlement the consent of the tenant for life shall, by virtue 
of this Act, be necessary to the exercise by the trustees of the 
settlement or other person of any power conferred by the settlement 
exerciseable for any purpose provided for in thie Act.” We 
may remark, en passant, that when, in December last, we 
pointed out the effect of section 63, in putting the trusts of the 
purchase-money upon the title of all lands given in trust for sale, 
we abstained from attempting to fix the meaning of the above-cited 
words, ‘‘exerciseable for any purpose provided for in this Act,” 
preferring to leave the exegesis of such expressions to other people. 
Mr. Justice Pearson appears to understand them to mean, a power 
which enables the donee, by its exercise, to do, either wholly or in 
part, anything which might have been done in exercise of any of 
the powers conferred by the Act. He did not expressly say so ; 
but the inference follows pretty clearly from his language. 

So soon as it is decided that powers given by the settlement 
exist concurrently with powers conferred by the Act, it follows 
that the guardians might exercise the power of leasing above 
referred to. The inference as to the consent of the trustees is not 
quite so obvious. The learned judge relied for it upon the 
language of section 60, ‘‘ Where a tenant for life, or person having 
the powers of a tenant for life under this Act, isan infant . . . 
the powers of a tenant for life under this Act may be exercised 
on his behalf by the trustees of the settlement,” &c. But the 
Act does not anywhere say that a tenant for life shall have “a 
power” to consent, and so forth; it says that the consent of the 
tenant for life shall be necessary to the exercise of certain powers 
by somebody else. The fact that one person’s consent is necessary 
to the exercise of a power by somebody else would, we in 
the opinion of most people, seem to be very oddly expressed by 
calling the first-mentioned person the ‘donee of a power.” Mr. 
Justice Pearson did not do this, and he seems to have felt the 
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some premonition of this part of his judgment was in the mind of 
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difficulty to which we allude. But he thought himself obliged to 
permit the requisite consent to be given by somebody, because 
otherwise it looked as though ‘‘such a beneficial power” as the 
one in question would be incapable of being exercised during the 
infancy of a tenant for life; and, no doubt, if the consent must be 
given by somebody, a better claim can be made out in favour of the 
trustees than in favour of anybody else. It is not impossible that 


the learned judge when he made the prefatory remark, to which 
we alluded at the beginning of this article, about the exercise of 
the statutory powers by the tenant for life for his own benefit. 
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SOLICITORS’ REMUNERATION. 


THE SoLiciTors’ REMUNERATION ACT, 1881, AND THE GENERAL ORDER 
MADE IN PURSUANCE THEREOF; WITH NoTES AND TABLES. By 
PstTRick F. Evans, Barrister-at-Law. W. Maxwell & Son. 


This little work would be worth buying if it contained nothing 
more than the introduction, in which the author criticizes the Re- 
muneration Order; and we should be glad if the members of the 
‘‘ Tribunal ” which has the power to modify this singular production, 
would consider the points to which Mr. Evans draws attention. After 
pointing out the objections which exist to reducing the solicitor’s 
remuneration for strictly legal work, and compensating him with the 
prospect of earning further remuneration by negotiating sales by 
private contract and conducting sales by auction, business for which 
neither his previous training nor professional experience has fitted 
him, Mr. Evans traces the history of the Order, drawing attention to 
the fact that the number of solicitors in the seven northern towns, of 
whose views it may be presumed that Mr. Harvey was the representa- 
tive, is about 700, nearly half of whom practise in Liverpool, while 
the number of solicitors in London alone is upwards of 3,000. He 
subsequently adds that while the aggregate annual value of real estate 
sold in Manchester amounts to less than £450,000, and in Liverpool 
to about £300,000, inclusive of public-houses ; in London the amount 
realized at the Auction Mart alone on sales of real estate, exclusive of 
public-houses, is nearly £10,000,000 a year. We have not verified 
these figures, but assuming them to be correct, it is surely subject 
for amazement that the “‘Tribunal” should have deliberately set 
aside the established practice prevailing among the great body of 
solicitors, and in the vast majority of sales, in favour of a practice 
obtaining among so small a minority of solicitors, and in such a small 
number of sales. 

Mr. Evans appends careful and elaborate notes to the Act and 
Order, pointing out, as regards the latter, the matters in which it 
differs from the Draft Order of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. Upon some points he discusses we think he need hardly 
have bestowed so much labour in considering at length the different 
views which have been taken. For instance, on p. 36, as to the 
meaning of rule 2 (c), he says it has been suggested that the items of 
the e in Schedule I., Part I., are to be taken strictly ; and as the 
item ‘‘ deducing title,” &c., makes no mention of journeys, letters, at- 
tendances, &c., connected with deducing title, such extraneous work is 
to be char; for according to the previous system as altered by 
Schedule II. Whoever made this suggestion must have overlooked the 
words of rule 2), that, ‘in respect of sales, purchases, and mort- 
gages completed, the remuneration of the solicitor . . . is to be 
that prescribed in Part I. of Schedule I. to this Order.” We 
do not see how it can be contended that the remuneration of 
the solicitor in t of the matters mentioned is to be that 
prescribed in the schedule, and also further remuneration for acts 
directly connected with these matters. Again, we confess we do 
not see that, at the present time, much doubt exists as to the con- 
struction of rule 6 in Schedule I., Part I., as to the charge for a con- 
veyance and mortgage of the same property, completed at the same 
time, and prepared by the same solicitor. That rule seems to pre- 
scribe the whole costs of the solicitor in the case referred to, and 
leaves no room for the application of rule 3 in the same schedule. 
The result is, no doubt, as Mr. Evans points out (and as we pointed 
out long ago) that the solicitor will, under rule 6, get the same re- 

muneration as if he were the solicitor acting for mortgagor and 


mortgagee, while he has an extra deed to draw; but then this is 
_— ced by the fact that he has not to investigate the title 
or the mo 


; rtgagee, having done so already for the purchaser. 
With regard to the much-mooted question as to the first scale in 
Schedule I., Part II., whether the words “ per cent.” are to be read in 
after ‘‘ £2 10s.,” Mr. Evans thinks that “each subsequent £100 of 


rent” means ‘each subsequent complete £100 of rent”; but we 


satisfactory. He says, ‘‘ Since there is no rule in this part p 
that fractions of £100 are to be reckoned as £100, it would 
‘each subsequent £100 of rent’ means ‘each subsequent cor 
£100 of rent.’”? Wedo not see that this follows at all. Theady | 
tion of the words “‘ per cent.” after £2 10s. would not mean that £2 1p, 
is to be charged for any fraction of £100. It may be construed, 
meaning that fractions of £100 are to be charged for after the 
of £2 10s. per cent.; and, as we have often pointed out, the fact th, 
there is a rule that fractions of £5 shall be reckoned as £5, seems}, 
lend some support to this construction. We believe, however Mt 
many London solicitors hold that the full £2 10s. is payable for any 
fraction of £100 over the first £100 of rent. We observe that in th 
note to rule 11 of Schedule I., Part I., Mr. Evans adopts the opinion 
of counsel on the point submitted by the Council of the Inco: 

Law Society—viz., asto whether, where a solicitor is not entitled } 
the scale charge for conducting a sale by auction, he is entitled t 
charge on the old system, as altered by Schedule II. We hay 
certainly no desire to impeach a construction which supplies ay 
absurd omission in the Order, but we have never thought that the 
learned counsel quite appreciated all that could be urged against they 
construction. 

Mr. Evans gives useful tables of charges upon different 

ing transactions, ingeniously arranged, and a table of conveyancing 
charges under the old system. We do not always a with Mr, 
Evans’ conclusions on some of the doubtful points in the Order, but 
we can commend his little work to our readers as a careful, complete, 
and well-arranged edition of the Remuneration Act and Order. 





COUNTY COURT PRACTICE, 
A CoMPLETE PRACTICE OF THE County Courts; INCLUDING THY 
IN ADMIRALTY AND Bankruptcy, &0. By G. Pirr-Lewy, 
Barrister-at-Law, assisted by H. A. DE Cotyar, Barrister-at-Lay, 
Two Vols. SzconD EpiTion. Stevens & Sons. 
When this work first ate we remarked that it was chara 
terized by intelligence in design and care in execution, and it aj 
from the reception it has met with that the profession have indor 
our verdict. The same qualities may be said to characterize the new 
edition. The author has brought up his text on every subject ti 
which we have referred to the most recent decisions, and has dont 
this with great care and ability. Take, for instance, the portial 
of the chapter on appeals relating to the perplexed question wheth 
a request to the judge to take a note at the trial is an essential p 
liminary to an appeal by way of motion. We find, on p. 616, 
following terse and lucid exposition of the decisions on the subject: 
‘* The result of the different decisions appears to be that, as a genenl 
rule (and in the absence of express order to the contrary), an appel 
by way of motion is not available unless the county court judg 
either was requested to take a note or actually took one. Where t 
judge is not requested to take a note, and, in fact, takes either no not 
at all, or an insufficient one, an appeal by way of motion cannt 
usually be brought. And even where the judge has, of his om 
motion, and without being requested to do so, taken a note for hit 
own guidance, he will not be compelled to sign or print a copyd 
such a note if it appears to the satisfaction of the cou 
that such note is an incomplete one.” The author thé 
proceeds to consider what request to the judge to @ 
a note is sufficient, and after pointing out that a uest is no} 
a condition precedent to the right of appeal by way of motion, he com 
cludes by stating that such an appeal may be entertained either (1) 
a uest is made but no note is taken; (2) if a complete ne 
is taken, though no request is made; and, semble 63), if 
court dispenses with notes. This is the sort of terse, pracud 
exposition of apparently conflicting decisions which the p 
tioner desires pe all things to have, and we think we mij 
say that this is the kind of exposition which he will find throughow 
this work. The statutes passed since the last edition are carettl 
considered and incorporated; the only Act as to which the auth 
displays less than his usual freedom of annotation is the Bills of Sat 
Act, 1882, and we think that as to this he is justified in saying mM 
reface that he has done all that could be done with it, “ until @ 
ew of the judges, and the pockets of unhappy suitors, shall 
affixed some meaning to the incomprehensible provisions . 
miserably drawn statute.” In Part II. there is inserted a very om 
plete and useful chapter on the jurisdiction and proceedings Way 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. A special word should be added 
acknowledgment of the energy shown by both authors and publishes 
in including in their appropriate places in the text the recent Cowl] 
Court Rules, instead of relegating them to an appendix. i 


LANDLORD AND. TENANT. 

Tue LAw oF LANDLORD AND TENANT, BEING A Course oF Lxcrun® 
DELIVERED AT THE LAw Institution. By Joun Witu1AM Sst 
Barrister-at-Law. Turrp Epition. By Vincent T. THOMPsOS 
Barrister-at-Law. W. Maxwell & Son. 








do not think that some of the reasons he adduces for this opinion are 


We have always considered Mr. Smith’s book by far the 
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oducticn which exists for the student to the law of 
and tenant; but, of course, on many parts of the sub- 
¢, lectures delivered in 1842 have had to be largely supplemented 
ed; and the task of the editor in making the necessary 
dons and alterations is by no means an easy one. One can 
wily expect Mr. Smith’s extraordinary lucidity of style to be 
gained, but the editor cught at least to preserve the easy, semi-con- 
ymitional style of the lecture, and ought, above all things, to 
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ems { of inciples out of the mass of detail surrounding many parts 
ne that it Epnjoct. We cannot say that Mr. Thompson has ed thes 
OF any te requirements. There is too much of the treatise style and 
In the jo much detailin hisadditions. The statement of cases is too often in 
opinion fhe well-worn style, ‘‘ where, &c., .. . it was held, &c.” The new 
‘dat Jative provisions are often merely quoted verbatim. To take an 
‘led S nce, near the commencement of the book (p. 25), we find added 
: to Mr. Smith’s terse and masterly exposition of the origin of tenancies 
Be fom year to year, a statement of the provisions of the Agri- 
we 0 tural Holdings Act, 1875, as to notice to quit, together 
t the wih the provisions as to excluding that Act; but these are 
thei wt condensed into two or three sentences, as Mr. Smith 
qould have condensed them, but five sections, or parts of them, 

cyant: HE» printed verbatim. Again, at p. 167, the provisions of section 
th Me td the Conveyancing Act, 1881, as to relief against forfeiture, are 


printed at length. The sections of the Apportionment Act, 

are printed at p. 195, including the definition of the 

word “ dividends ’’; with which, so far as we can see, the student of 
felaw of landlord and tenant has no concern; nor has section 6, 
rating to policies of assurance, any very obvious bearing on the 
ject of the work. And why, in a work on landlord and tenant, 
iereader should be informed that ‘this Act applies to a specific, 
g well as a residuary, devise” (p. 197), we must confess we are 
mable to conceive. After all, however, it is better to quote sections, 
wevant or irrelevant, verbatim than to state their effect inaccu- 
. At p. 333 we find it stated that, under the Conveyancing 
1881, ‘‘in leases . . by deed, made after the 31st of 
Deember, 1881, the following covenants by the person conveying 
vil be implied, in the terms specified in the above enactment—viz., 
fir tight to convey, quiet enjoyment, freedom from incumbrance, 
father assurance, that the lease is valid and that the rents have been 
pal, and all the lessee’s covenants, &c., performed up to the time of 
wiveyance.” This startling statement would not have appeared 
ifMr. Thompson had observed that the same section of the Convey- 
meng Act (sub-section 5) expressly provides that ‘‘in this section a 
ce . . . does not include a demise by way of lease at a 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 


Toca GovERNMENT. By M. D. Cuatmers, Barrister-at-Law. 
acmillan & Co. 


This little book, which is written as one of a series entitled ‘“‘ The 
Tnglish Citizen, his Rights and Responsibilities,” is intended to give 
a brief and popular sketch of the existing machinery of local govern- 
mentin England. After some introductory observations and a gene- 
ulview of our local institutions, the author proceeds to deal seriatim 

th the different areas of local government in the Parish, the Union, 

lt Municipal Borough, the County, the Sanitary District, the School 
District, the Highway Area, and the Metropolis, and concludes with a 
dapter on the central controlling department—the Local Govern- 
tient Board. The work is, of course, merely a sketch, intended, not 
much for the lawyer as for the ordinary citizen, but it seems to us 
that the author hae bon very successful in producing such an outline 
he general features of our different local administrations as is 
tied to the scope of the series of which this work forms part, and 

Witel convinced that even a lawyer desirous of getting a general 
Tievof the subject might with advantage peruse the pages of this 
bok In his general view of the subject the author dwells with 
ble force on two topics which are unfortunately salient 

atures of our existing system of local self-government. ne is the 
ttistence of so many different areas and authorities without co-ordi- 
tation or subordination inter se. Confusion and extravagance the 

thor pronounces to be the characteristic features of the whole 

. He gives forcible illustrations of the confusion and waste of 

ue, power, and money which result ; as, for instance, by reason of 
the multiplication of rates, involving increased cost of collection ; the 
multiplication of authorities, involving several staffs of officials and 
; the multiplication of elections, involving expenses in each 

tase to the ratepayers, and so on in many other matters. He proceeds 
Woindicate the directions which’ any reform must take—viz., that of, 
first, the simplification of areas; secondly, the consolidation of 
tuthorities, The other feature on which he dwells is the almost 
‘palling rate at which local expenditure and local indebtedness is 
ing. We cannot follow him at length into the statistics which 

he gives, ut they are well worthy of ipsa To take, however, 
one ce: the annual sum expended on the poor appears to be 
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£9,000,000. The author states that the mean strength of our force of 
adult able-bodied paupers is about 105,000—that is to say, about the 
same as our army (exclusive of soldiers serving abroad) and navy 
combined. He suggests that it is a pity that we cannot have an 
annual review of our able-bodied paupers, and if their big battalions 
could be made to march past the representatives of the ratepayers, 
some drastic legislation on the subject of able-bodied pauperism 
would be the probable result. In 1881 the total of our local debts had 
reached the enormous sum of £144,000,000. The author P gps to 
show that economy is really rendered impossible from the compli- 
cated nature of our system of local government, with its ever-clashing 
and intersecting areas and authorities, which prevents effective audit 
and the possibility of anything like a local budget. On the whole, 
this seems to us to be a very suggestive and valuable little sketch of 
our local institutions for popular purposes. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


NATIONALITY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—While fully admitting the correctness of the judgment in 
De Geer v. Stone, and of the remarks thereon in the Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL of last week, so far as regards the question of transmission 
of British nationality to descendants for ever, I would point that the 
nationality of the testator (as distinguished from that of some other 
members of the Mackay family) depended rather on a very different 
question—viz., whether children born abroad to a father in the actual 
military service of the British Crown are natural-born subjects at 
common law. 

My reason for answering this question in the affirmative, and to 
this extent doubting the correctness of the judgment in De Geer v. 
Stone, will be found set forth at length in. an article on ‘‘ Nationality 
and the Common Law,” in the current number of the Law Magazine 
and Review, to which I refer those whom this subject may interest. 

77, Chancery-lane. W. H. TINGS KELKE. 
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FravpuLent Prererence—Mortve or Destor—Bankrvuprcy Act, 1869, 
s. 92.—In a case of Ex parte Hill, before the Court of Appeal on the 31st 
ult., a question arose as to the construction of section 92 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1869. Section 92 provides that ‘‘ every conveyance or 
transfer of property, or charge thereon made, every — made, every 
obligation incurred, and every judicial proceeding taken or suffered by 
any person unable to pay his debts as they become due from his own 
moneys m favour of any creditor, or any person in trust for any creditor, 
with a view of giving such creditor a preference over the other creditors, 
shall, if the person making, taking, paying, or suffering the same become 
bankrupt within three months after the date of making, taking, paying, 
or suffering the same, be deemed fraudulent and void as against the 
trustee of the bankrupt appointed under this Act; but this section shall 
not affect the rights of a purchaser, payee, or incumbrancer in good faith 
and for valuable consideration.’’ In the present case the question was as 
to the meaning of the words ‘‘ with a view of giving such creditor a 
preference ’’—whether they mean ‘‘ with the sole view,” or “‘with the 
substantial view.’’? The facts were shortly these. Bird, a retail , on 
the 12th of October, 1882, executed in favour of Hill, a wholesale grocer, 
a bill of sale of substantially the whole of his property, the deed on the 
face of it purporting to be made to secure an advance of £270 then made 
by Hill to Bird. Bird had, in fact, a few days previously, executed a bill 
of sale of the same property to one Feldman, a money-lender, to secure 
£140. Hill was a member of a firm of Bennett & Hill, wholesale grocers, 
who had supplied Bird with goods for his business, the arrangement being 
that he should have ten weeks’ credit. Hill became aware of Feldman’s 
bill of sale by means of its registration, and he then, on the 12th of 
October, accompanied by his solicitor, had an interview with Bird about 
the account of his firm, to whom, however, nothing was then actually 
due, the term of credit not having yet expired, though from £60 to £70 would 
become due before the end of October. The prices of the goods which had 
been supplied and not paid for amounted to £125. At this interview an 
arrangement was made that Hill should advance £270, of which £140 was 
to be applied in paying off Feldman, £125 in paying Bennett & Hill for 
the pn and the remaining £5 in paying some costs, and Hill was to take 
a transfer of Feldman’s bill of sale on paying him off. This ent 
was carried out. Hill drew two a for £140 and £130 on his private 
banking account, and they were handed to Bird, and immediately handed 
back to Hill’s solicitor for the Lg. cg of making the payments arranged. 
Feldman was paid-off the next day, and he signed an undertaking to 
transfer his bill of sale to Hill. The transfer was not, in fact, made for 
several days. Hill had opened the private account for the pur- 
of this transaction with money which his solicitor had for 





on a mortgage. This money was afterwards repaid out of moneys of 
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Bennett & Hill. On the 20th of October Bird filed q liquidation petition, 
and, Hill threatening to sell the comprised in his security, the 
trustee in the liquidation, under protest, paid him £270, and then applied 
to the county court to declare the bill of sale void as against him. Bird 
deposed that he was induced to give the bill of sale because he had heard 
that Feldman was likely to come down on him at a moment’s notice, and 
because Hill offered ta pay him off, and also the account of Bennett & 
Hill. The judge of the county court held that the bill of sale was void, 
both as an act of bankruptcy and as a fraudulent preference, and ordered 
Hill to repay the £270 to the trustee. Bacon, C.J., affirmed the decision, 
mainly on the ground that the bill of sale was an act of bankruptcy. On the 
hearing of the appeal it was contended that there was no fraudulent prefer- 
ence, because Bird was not actuated by the sole motive of preferring Hill, 
but also by the desire to gain an advantage to himself by substituting Hill, 
as the holder of the first bill of sale, for the money-lender, who was more 
likely to act harshly. .The court (Bacca.iay, Corton, and Bowen, L.JJ.) 
held that the execution of the bill of sale amounted to a fraudulent pre- 
ference. Baccatiay, L.J., said that he agreed with the judge of the 
county court that the transaction was a sham, and with the Chief Judge 
that it was a farce. Having regard to the circumstances, it ,;was almost 
impossible not to come to the same conclusion. With regard to the con- 
struction of section 92, his lordship said that in Ex parte Topham (21 
W. R. 655, L. R. 8 Ch. 619) the late Lord Justice Mellish adopted in 
general terms some observations made by the Chief Judge in Fr parte 
Blackburn (19 W. R. 973, L. R. 12 Eq. 364), in which the latter said that a 
payment obviously in fayour of a particular creditor could not be im- 
peached under section 92, unless it was apparent that the debtor’s sole 
motive was to prefer the creditor to whoni the payment was made. His 
lordship (Baggallay, L.J.) thought that, as applied: to the particular case 
before the Chief Judge, his language was not too strong, though 
he thought it would be too strong if intended as a general rule. 
The Act did not say anything about the sole view of preferring 
the creditor, and his lordship understood it to mean that the preferring 
the creditor must be the substantial object or view, and the 
mere fact that, besides that view, there may have been some 
view of an advantage to the person who made the payment would not sup- 
port the transaction. In the particular case before Lord Justice Mellish 
he had no occasion to consider the nice distinction between the substan- 
tial view and the sole view, because he came to the conclusion that there 
was no intention at all of making a preference. In the present case his 
lordship was unable to see any intention whatever but that of making a 
preference. He held, therefore, that the giving of the bill of sale was a 
fraudulent preference, and he also thought it was an act of bankruptcy. 
He thought that the £130 must be repaid, but that there were not at pre- 
sent sufficient materials to enable the court to determine whether the trus- 
tee was entitled alsoto the £140 as to which Hill was transferee of Feld- 
man’s security. Corron, L.J., said that, even if the old cases were to be 
referred to, the fact that the debtor in making the bill of sale was actuated 
also by the wish to substitute another fcreditor for the money-lender who 
held the first bill of sale would not prevent the giving of the second bill 
of sale from being the voluntary act of the debtor. As to section 92, it was 
really unnecessary to consider whether it was right to say that the debtor’s 
sole motive must be the desire to give a preference to the creditor, for here 
there was no evidence of any other motive. It was suggested that there 
was another motive in the desire to substitute a more liberal creditor for 
the money-lender. The Act required that the substantial motive should 
be the preferring the creditor, and this could not be got rid of by showing 
some such other motive. His lordship doubted whether in Ex parte Blackburn 
the Chief Judge meant to lay such stress on the word ‘‘sole.’’ He deter- 
mined the case with reference to its facts. In Ex parte Topham it was not 
necessary to determine whether the preferring of the creditor must be 
the ‘‘sole”’ view of the debtor. In his lordship’s view it was not necessary 
to show that the debtor’s sole motive was to give a preference to the credi- 
tor. The words of the section were, ‘‘ with a view of giving such creditor 
a preference.”? Bowen, L.J., thought that the execution of the bill of 
sale was an act of bankruptcy, and he was equally of opinion that it was a 
fraudulent preference under section 92. He thought that, in construing 
that section, the court ought to look to the words of the Act, and to keep 
them in view as the compass by which to steer through the complications 
which might arise. He thought it was not necessary now conclusively to 
decide all the points which had been argued, but he wished to express his 
opinion. The Bankruptcy Act, 1869, had consolidated or codified the law 
as to fraudulent preference. Whether it had or had not altered the old 
law was not of much moment; there was considerable authority for 
saying that ithad not. But im either case the court had to look to the 
words of section 92, ‘‘ with a view of giving such creditor a preference.” 
There were only three conceivable meanings which those words could 
have. (1) They might mean that there was present to the debtor’s mind 
this view among others—that one of his views was the giving the particular 
creditor a preference. His lordship did not think this was the true 
interpretation. (2) Another possible construction of the words was, that 
the conveyance or payment was made with the view—the real, effectual, 
substantial view—of piring fhe creditor a preference, the word a being 
equivalent to the. His lordship thought this was the correct interpretation. 
(3) The other conceivable construction was that the words, ‘with a view 
of giving such creditor a preference,’’ meant with the sole view or sole 
motive. His lordship would prefer keeping to word view instead of 
motive, though in nine cases out of ten they. t be the same Saing. 
Was, then, the expression, ‘‘ with a view,”’ cony le into ‘‘ with the sole 
motive’’? His lordship’s answer was that the ression was not 
to be found in the Act, and he did not wish to lay down that it meant the 
same thing as that which was used in the Act, It was an exo y 
difficult thing (though it was possible, for juries had to do it) to arrive at 










































a conclusion as to what was the dominant or operative motive in a; 
mind. But, if the court was to consider whether, amongst 
shadows which passed across a man’s mind, some motive be 
dominant one influenced him, it would be embarking upon a da 
unknown voyage across an exceedingly misty sea. It was very diffi 
to prove that the dominant motive was the sole one. His long 
thought the true test of the application of section 92 was this—(1) 
the debtor a view of preferring the creditor? (2) Was that the oper 
effectual view? It was unnecessary actually to decide the point in #, 
present case, but bankruptcy law was a matter in which it vas $0. 
important to keep the propositions of law distinct from their appli 

that he thought it right to express his opinion. In the present ¢ 
thought the bill of sale was given with the view (among others) 
ferring the grantee; he thought this was the dominant and subs 
view of the grantor; indeed, his lordship could detect no other 
and, if it were necessary so to decide, he thought this was the g 
sole view. An elaborate farce was devised to disguise the real truth, 
the eyes of common-sense could pierce through the film.—Soxtcrrons, 
P. J. Burt; C. F. Martelli. a 





Receiver In Bankruptcy—Insuncrion—UNDERTAKING AS TO Dawacgy 
—Appuication To Enrorce—-Detay.—In a case of Er parte Hall, beto 
the Court of Appeal on the 24th ult., a question arose as to the effect, 
delay as a bar to an application to enforce the usual undertaking ag | 
damages given by a receiver in bankruptcy on the granting of an ex papi 
injunction to restrain the proceedings of the holder of a bill of sale given 
by the bankrupt. Wood, a farmer, was, on the 20th of February, 187%, 
adjudicated a bankrupt in the Chester County Court, upon a petition 
presented on the 10th of January, 1878, on which day a receiver of his 
property was appointed. On the 14th of August, 1876, the bankrupt had 
executed, in favour of F. T. Hall, a. bill of sale of his growing crops 
farming stock, household furniture, and other effects upon his farm, Ty 
November, 1877, Hall had taken possession of the property under # 
deed, and he afterwards advertised it for sale on the 29th and 30 
January, 1878. On the 22nd of January, 1878, the receiver, upon 
allegation that the bill of sale would be void as against a trustee in 
ruptcy, obtained er parte from the county court an order restraining Hall 
from proceeding further with the sale of the goods until after the fit 
meeting of the creditors under the petition, the receiver undertaki 
abide by any order which the court might thereafter think fit to make gs 
to damages, in case the court should be of opinion that Hall should hav; 
sustained any by reason of the order which the receiver ought to pay) 
This order was, on the 11th of February, 1878, discharged by the 
Judge on a technical ground, but on the 15th of February the recel : 
obtained from the county court a similar ex parte order over the 23rd 
February upon a similar undertaking; and on the 23rd of February th 
order was continued until the 25th of March. Meanwhile, the landlordd 
the farm levied a distress for rent due on the Ist of March, and sold some 
of the goods comprised in the bill of sale. The receiver had by fo 
prevented Hall from removing the goods from thefarm. The trustee whi 
was afterwards appointed in the bankruptcy applied to the court for an ordé 
declaring the bill of sale void as against him ; and ultimately, on the 28th of 
November, 1878, the Court of Apoerl decided that the bill of sale Met | 
In July, 1882, the receiver not haying been yet discharged, Hall ap 
to the county court for an order that the receiver should pay to him such 
damages as the court should be of opinion that he had sustained by reason 
of the restraining orders, and that, if necessary, it might be referred i# 
the registrar to ascertain the amount of the damages. Hall claimed 
damages the costs which he had incurred in relation to the abortive 
and the loss which he had sustained by reason of the landlord’s dis 
It was agreed between the parties that the judge should determine the 
amount of damages himself without any reference to the regiswrar, and #l 
judge found that Hall had not sustained by reason of the orders 
damage which the receiver ought to pay. This decision was affirmed by 
Bacon, C.J., mainly on the ground that the parties had agreed on® 
reference to the county court judge, and that his decision was unappedl | 
able. On the hearing of the appeal it was not attempted to maintain the 
decision on this ground, but reliance was placed mainly on the length o 
time (more than three years and a half) which had elapsed between tht 
decision of the validity of the bill of sale and the application to enfor@ 
the undertaking as to damages. On the other hand, it was contende 
that the receiver was in no way prendiced by the delay. The Court@ 
Appeal (Baccattay, Corron, and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Baceaiay, L.J., said that the question of delay was raised before Me 
county court judge. Perhaps the usual course was not followed 
making first an order for an inquiry whether any damages had been sus 
tained by the bill of sale holder by reason of the injunctions, for whi¢ 
the receiver ought to be held answerable. Only one application was m 
to the county court judge to decide the matter at once, and this seemed# 
very reasonable arrangement between the parties. The Chief Judge com- 
mented on the delay, and intimated that he should have considered 
of itself a sufficient answer to the application. But he disposed of t 
case on the ground that there were no Seeoee fOr which the receiver 
answerable, and that the parties had agreed that the county court j 
should decide the question once for all. The Lord Justice thought # 
prima facie case for damages was made out, which the other side would ha 
had to answer if the application had been made promptly, But he 
opinion that, on the | age of delay; the appee! must fail, For 
four years no application was made to enforce the undertaking. 
delay was in no way accounted for; no explanation whatever had 
offered of it. It was of the greatest importance that any application 
the kind should be made within a reasonable time after the right to 
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In Smith v. Day (L. BR. 21 Ch. D. 421, 26 Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnat, 
Court of Appeal commented on the effect of delay in the maki 
‘application of this kind, and, on this ground, his lordship held tha’ 
ssqppen! must fail, Corron, L.J., said that he could not agree with the 
f Judge that the order of the county court judge was not hf eran 
sender was made by him in the exercise of his ordinary j iction. 
ssapplicant had a primd facie case for enforcing the receiver’s under- 
o far as regarded the expenses of the abortive sale. But his lord- 
not see how the undertaking could be enforced as to the loss 
by reason of the sale by the landlord, for that did not result 
g injunction, which prevented the bill of sale holder only from sell- 
pthe goods, not from removing them off the farm. That loss was the 
e of an unjustifiable act on the part of the receiver. But on the 
amd of the delay in making the application the court ought not to 
ierfere. Ib was of the greatest importarice that, if an injunction had been 
ted, an ys ears to enforce the undertaking as to damages 
iby the person who obtained it should be made promptly. The 
, g was given, not to the opposite party, but to the court, to be 
, if the court, in the exercise of its discretion, should think fit to 
os. The court ought not to lay down any absolute rule as to the time 
which the application must be made; but, as a general rule, the 
“should be asked to enforce the undertaking within a reasonable time 
was ascertained that the injunction had been improperly granted. 
The who sought to enforce the undertaking ought to be prompt. In 
'v. Day his lordship expressed an opinion that ‘‘a long delay might 


* pom igfbe fatal to the application,” and here there was a delay of nearly 

1818 jmyears. This delay, which was entirely unexplained, was so unreason- 
etition that the court ought not to enforce the undertaking. Bowen, L.J., 
of his po that the undertaking was to abide by any order which the court in 
ot ha jsdiseretion might think fit to make as to damages. The application 
pits. man application to the discretion of the court, though, no doubt, the 
M | mn was to be exercised on legal lines. When such an application 
: wmade for the purpose of obtaining payment of the expenses caused 


awrong order, the greatest injury might be done if the application 
winot made promptly. The court would have to consider all the facts 
dtie case, and it was a reasonable inference that a man who slept on his 
iis had not much right. It was impossible to lay down a hard and fast 
isto delay, but it would be marvellous that, if the applicant had any 
wil¢laim, he should not have brought it forward before. And, with 
werence to the claim for damages by reason of the loss resulting from 
the landlord’s distress, his lordship said that the undertaking did not 
ind to wrongful acts of the receiver outside the order.—Soxicrrors, 
Iain, Hall, § Burgin; Chester, Mayhew, § Co. 
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Pontic Heaurn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 179, 180, 308— 
“ie CoMPENSATION—DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT BEFORE LIABILITY. 


aecae 


e@ case of Pearsall y. The Brierley Hill Local Board, before the 

(of Appeal, No. 1, on the 30th ult., the question arose whether 
compensation is claimed under the Public Health Act, 1875, and 
both the amount and the legal liability are in dispute, recourse may be 
eg arbitration clauses of the Act to settle the amount before the 
bility has been determined by a court. The action was brought upon 
award of an arbitrator professing to act under sections 179 and 180 of 
the Public Health Act, 1875. The arbitrator was appointed by the 
} , and notice in writing was given of this appointment to the de- 
As the defendants did not, on their side, name another arbi- 

fator, the plaintiff’s arbitrator proceeded with the arbitration, the de- 
fendants ee under protest. Inthe result, an award was made in 
favour of the plaintiff for £234, to recover which the present action was 
ltonght. The defendants contended that, there having been a bond fide 
dispute as to the liability of the board, the plaintiff had prematurely 
Norted to arbitration, and that the proceedings before the arbitrator 
Wele wlira vires and of no effect. Bowen, L.J., decided that the defend- 
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na its were legally liable, but that the intention of the statute was that 
eal- thequestion of liability was to be decided at once by a superior court. 
the His ip, therefore, gave judgment for the defendants, on the ground 
h of that the plaintiff had invoked the arbitration clause too soon. From this 
the decision the plaintiff appealed. The court (Brerr, M.R., and Liypiey and 


L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. Brerr, M.R., said that Bowen, L.J., 
iconstrued section 308 broadly and not according to the ordinary 
eed of the words, on account of the insurmountable inconvenience 
he considered would arise from a contrary construction. But the 
lcdhvenience would be equally great where the inquiry as to liability pre- 
that as to amount, for after a long mquiry it might turn out on 

the facts that there wasno damage. That argument would also apply to 
the construction put on the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts. The 
(ase Was not covered by the decisionsin R. v. Metropolitan Commissioners of 
aw. R. 286, 1 E. & B. 694), and R. v. Burslem Local Board (7 W. R. 
51,8 W. R. 584, 1 E. & E. 1077), in respect of a similar statute (11 & 12 
Vict. oc. 112). In the former case the arbitrator had assumed to determine 
the liability, and therefore the award was bad. In the latter case the point 
Wis not really raised. Itonly remained, therefore, to construe the sec- 
tion accondingg to the ordinary meaning of the words, without implication, 
a, or , ee ee But the section cnr no a as to 
© respect of the inquiry as to amount, or anything as e@ sequence 
‘events. The i. vy t therefore be made at any time. The ques- 
of liability cht first by an application fora mandamus; 
that was no ment for art the amount might not be settled first. 
Linpiry, L.J., said that although it was at one time doubted whether a 
did not by taking part in an arbitration under the Lands Clauses 
4s toamount, more or less conclude himself from the question of 
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departed at all from the literal language of the Act. Fry, L.J., said the 
plaintiff might have tried the question of sg tas subject to this, that 
the only method would be by mandamus ‘the court might, in their 
discretion, refuse to grant, on the ground that the whole question might 
be determined in an action on the award.—So.icrrors, Mackeson ; Tayleur $ 
Arnold, for J. Higgs; Byrne § Lucas, for Homfray § Holberton. ~ 





Loarep Company—Winpinc up—Payment or Carts my Casn—Com- 
pantes Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c. 131), s.. 25.—In the case of Inre The 
Northern Counties of England Fire Insurance Company, before Chitty, J., on 
the 28th ult., 2 motion was made by the official liquidator of the com- 
pany to place the name of Mr. R. Gilliatt on the list of contributories in 
respect of certain shares. It appeared that Mr. Gilliatt was originally the 
holder of a number of shares in respect of which he had paid £1 each 
share. The directors had, from time to time, published false reports and 
balance-sheets, showing on the face of them large profits, whereas, in fact, 
no profits were ever made by the company. In 1877 resolutions were 
passed, which purported to be founded on the articles of association of the 
company, that the sum of 10s. per share should be capitalized out of the 
profits of the company and should be added to the call or calls already 
made, and in the year 1878 similar resolutions were passed for capitalizing 
the sum of 35s. per share out of the profits, and Mr. Gilliatt, under such 
resolutions, received credit in respect of the balance due by him on his 
shares. In consequence of the reports and balance-sheets issued, Mr. 
Gilliatt applied for and had allotted to him a large number of other shares. 
A balance-sheet haying been issued purporting to show a profit of 
£41,000 for a half-year, certificates for 385 other fully paid-up shares were 
sent to Mr. Gilliatt and kept by him. He was, at the same time, credited 
with the sum of £1,925, presumably being his share of the alleged profits 
after crediting him with the balance due in respect of profits on the’shares 
then already held by him. Currry, J., said that the respondent was not 
entitled to any credit on account of any of the shares allotted to him for 
any of the sums credited to him by way of dividends, and that, with 
respect to the 385 shares, they must be treated as unpaid shares. Mr. 
Gilliatt was liable to pay in cash for all the shares, and the resolutions 
purporting to capitalize a sum in respect of each share out of the profits 
failed, as there were no profits. There was no way of relieving Mr. 
Gilliatt from his liability under the 25th section of the Companies Act, 
1867, to pay for the shares in cash, but his lordship could not but feel 
that this was was one of those numerous cases in which the 25th section of 
that Act, which was intended to prevent fraud, had worked injustice. 
The respondent would have his costs out of the assets of the ay, tor ge 
Soxrcrrors, Chester, Mayhew, § Co. ; Clarke, Rawlins, § Co., for Parker § 
Stocks, Manchester. 





Cuartry—CorporaTion—MunicipaL Purposes—Trusts ANTECEDENT TO 
Sratute or Cuanrrante Uses (43 Exiz. c. 4)—Conremporanzous Usace— 
Costs or UnsuccessruL Derenpants.—In the case of the Attorney-General 
v. The Corporation of Dartmouth, before Chitty, J., on the 31st ult., an action 
was brought by the Attorney-General against the corporation to have the 
charitable trusts declared by a deed of feoffment of 1599 carried inta 
effect and the lands and property subject thereto ascertained and distin- 
guished, and to have a scheme established for the regulation of the charity. 
The deed of 1599, which was the first formal statement of the trust, was a 
grant by the corporation to feoffees of certain lands upon the special trust 
and confidence that they should permit and suffer the corporation to have 
and enjoy the premises and to receive the rents thereof for and towards 
the repairing of the church and conduits of the town of Dartmouth, the 
relief of the poor, the maintenance of the bulwarks and fortifications, and 
other charitable, needful, and necessary uses for the town of Dartmouth as 
to the corporation should seem meet. The corporation opposed the action 
on the ground that the trusts were not charitable within the meaning of the 
Statute of Elizabeth (43 Eliz. c. 4), and maintained that they were entitled 
as beneficial owners of the lands—the rents being applicable to purposes 
of general utility to the town. The relief of the poor mentioned in the 
deed occurring as it did in a deed which was dated antecedently to the 
statute (1601), must, it was contended, be held to refer to any sum the 
corporation in its administration of public moneys might in its option 
expend as private and incidental charity; and the term “charitable” 
also occurring in the deed must for the same reason be said to be used, not 
in its technical and subsequently-acquired legal sense, but as meani 
simply benevolent. The corporation also alleged that the greater part 
the lands comprised in the deed was land originally held in superstitious 
uses, and that the terms in the deed were stated as they were for fear lest 
the corporation should lose the lands under the statute 1 Edw. c. 14, 
vesting lands so held in the Crown. Currry, J., said that the question 
was, Were the trusts of the deed of 1559 charitable? Although the deed 
was antecedent to the statute, yet 1t was to be borne in mind that the 
statute did not create charitable trusts, but only assumed their existence 
and made —— for carrying them into execution. Charitable pur- 
poses, in the peculiar and technical sense put upon the term by the court, 
meant the p es enumerated in the statute or analogous thereto. 
Without referring t6 the authorities it was sufficient to say that the four 
purposes specifically mentioned in the deed—viz., the repair of the church 
and conduits, the relief of the poor, and the maintenance of the fortifications 
—were clearly charitable. A similar construction must be put the 
words, ‘‘other charitable, needful, and necessary uses for the't of 
Dartmouth.” The uses of the town could not be said to be solely cor- 
poration uses, and these uses must be said to be eusdem generis with those 
specifically enumerated. It had been said that 





+ Ttwas now well settled that he did not. The plaintiff had not 
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works. It was, however, to be observed that the deed contained no refer- 
ence to these obligations, and there was, moreover, no pretence for saying 
that the obligations relied upon carried with them the obligation of 
relieving the poor, which also appeared amongst the trusts declared. Nor 
was the deed, in the opinion of the court, so ambiguous as to entitle the 
defendants to bring in contemporaneous or subsequent usage by way of 
explaining 1ts meaning. With reference to the trusts for superstitious 
uses, assuming that the corporation was right, and the evidence was 
not sufficient to show that they were so, and that they were at the date of 
the deed, and for many years previously thereto, in the enjoyment of the 
rents and applying them to their general purposes, they could not be said 
at this time to be the beneficial owners of the property in the face of a deed 
which must be said, if they were in fact the owners, to have operated as a 
declaration of trust by them—or, at any rate, was, as was the fact, a deed 
to which they were parties, and moreover, as the evidence had shown, 
executed in obedience to a chancery suit which the corporation as plaintiffs 
had brought against the previous feoffees. If they had obtained a decree 
in that suit on the footing. of the trust as then stated in the bill, they 
could not now turn round and say that those statements were false. His 
lordship therefore held that charitable trusts were disclosed by the deed of 
1559, and there must, therefore, be the usual inquiry as to the property 
comprised in the deed, and a scheme for its application would follow. 
After his lordship’s judgment counsel for the Attorney-General stated 
that the practice was, in the event of an information like the present being 
successful, to allow costs if the corporation, although opposing the action, 
had admitted the charitable uses, but to allow no costs if the defendants 
denied the charity and wrongfully claimed to hold as beneficial owners. 
An order was made that the corporation should have no costs up to judg- 
ment.—Souicrrors, Clabon ; Weymouth, for Hockin, Dartmouth. 


——— 


Bankrvuptcy—Onerovus Property not DiscLaAIMED—RE-CONVEYANCE BY 
Trustge IN Bankruptcy to DiscoarceD BANkRupT—Banxkrvptcy Act, 
1869, ss. 22, 23, 25, sun-section 6.—In the case of Holberton and Wieland’s 
Contract, before Chitty, J., on the Ist inst., a motion was made by the 
purchaser of freehold lands to discharge an order made in chambers under 
the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, objection being taken to the vendor’s 
title, on the ground that the equity of redemption in the property 
had been, without consideration, conveyed by the trustee under the 
liquidation of the mortgagor to the mortgagor!after his discharge. It 
appeared that the property was mortgaged in 1872 for £5,100 and interest, 
and that the mortgagor liquidated in 1875, and duly obtained his discharge 
in March, 1876. ‘The mortgagees did, not prove in the liquidation, and 
the interest fell in arrear. In February, 1876, the trustee im liquidation 
caused a competent surveyor to make a valuation of the property, who 
made a report that the property was, for reasons given, worth only 
£4,500. In June, 1876, the tiustee executed a deed whereby, after recit- 
ing the mortgage, the proceedings in the liquidation of the mortgagor, 
the report of the surveyor, and that the trustee had agreed to re-vest in 
the mortgagor the lands comprised in the mortgage, the equity of re- 
demption of the trustee therein was granted to the mortgagor, subject to 
the mortgage debt and covenants of the mortgage deed. It appeared 
that the mortgagor subsequently sold the property for £10,000. The 
purchaser objected that if the property was onerous the trustee should 
have disclaimed under section 23 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, which 
wisely provided that the property should not, under any circumstances, 
vest in the bankrupt. As it had not been offered for sale, there was 
nothing to show that it would not have fetched the sum since offered, and, 
moreover, there was no consideration for the deed, the trustee being under 
no liability. Curry, J., said that the mortgagor, who, after his discharge, 
had purchased the equity of redemption, was bound in equity to perform the 
covenants of the mortgage, although the deed of 1876 contained no coven- 
ant by the purchaser. Moreover the trustee, had he retained the property, 
would have been liable to be made defendant in a foreclosure action. 
There was, therefore, good consideration on the face of the deed, and the 
trustee could not be said to have acted ultra vires, for the property was 
not given away. There was no suggestion of fraud, and everything which 
was proper and formal had been done both before and after the close of 
the liquidation. It was true that it had subsequently fetched more than 
double the price at which it had been valued, but there was nothing to 
show that it had not been improved or risen in value in the meantime, and 
the purchaser might have given more than it was worth. The title was 
good, and the objection could not be sustained. The motion must be dis- 
preeca with costs.—Soricrrors, Poole, Hughes, § Poole; Hollams, Son, § 

owara. 





Warp or Covrt—Manrriace—Posr-nurtiaL Serriement—18 & 19 
Vicr. c. 43— Upon on my Contempiation or Manriace.’’—In the case 
of In re Wood, Brooking v. Brooking, before Chitty, J., on the 2nd inst., a 
petition for the settlement of the property of an infant ward of court 
married without leave was presented 25 18 & 19 Vict. c. 43, which 

1 upon or in contemplatiox g arTage e, 
with the approbatién of the Court of Chancery, v: ements of their 
real and personal property. difficulty arose to whether the Act 
applied to post-nuptial settlements. It was suggested that the only way 
of distinguishing between “ 7 peer. ’ and ‘‘in contemplation of 


marriage’ was to say tha’ ‘ords applied to -nuptial 

settlements. Currry, J., being referred to P. y. Oak 75), 

and In re Potter (17 W. R. 347, GR. 5 . e order.—Soxici- 
Malleson i 


tons, Wadeson § 








Trave-Manx—Inraincement—Descrirtive Term—** Epeiweiss.’?—In 
the case of Rosing v. Atkinson, before Chitty, J., on the 1st inst., a motion 








































was made by the plaintiffs for an injunction to restrain the infriy 
by the defendant of the plaintiff’s registered trade-mark for pe 
being a representation of the flower edelweiss and its leaves on 
with the word ‘‘ Edelweiss’? underneath in large letters. The 
the plaintiffs, as vendors, also appeared on the label. The defendanj 
perfume in bottles with a label in the form of a shield of a different shay, 
to that in use by the plaintiffs, and bearing the terms “ Essence » 
Edelweiss’? in large letters, and underneath a coloured drawing of th 
lant, consisting of one flower and leaves, with a legend of Latin wom, 
e bottles also bore Messrs. Atkinson’s trade-mark on a label affixed 4 
the opposite side of the bottle, and their name was also on the sh y 
the bottle. The defendants alleged that there was common user of 
term ‘‘edelweiss,’’ that it was a descriptive term, and also 
that their label could cause any mistake. Curry, J., after 
ing that there was, as yet, no evidence before the court establis 
common user, said that there was no ground for saying that 
term ‘‘ edelweiss’”’ was descriptive as describing the nature and of 
the scent. That was altogether displaced by the evidence, which showed 
unquestionably that no scent could be made out of ‘“edelweiss,” ang, 
therefore, the plaintiffs were right in saying that the word, as a to 
scents, was a fancy term, and, indeed, the defendants had in 
argument that it was well known that the names of particular flowey 
which were applied to §tents had no connection with the substances out of 
which the scents were really made. That being so, the plaintiffs for the 
purposes of the motion had established their title with respect to the in. 
fringement. It had been decided that colour was no essential part of g 
trade-mark. The question, therefore, was, what was here the essential 
part of the trade-mark. The plaintiffs said that it might be that a pu. 
chaser would not be deceived by a mere comparison of the two, but that 
they had appropriated the name ‘‘edelweiss,’’ with the representation of 
the flowers, their mark, and if this which the defendants were 
was allowed to continue it would destroy their title, because they 
be said to have allowed the terms ‘‘ edelweiss’’ to become common as well 
as the name of the flower. The court could not allow that to pass which 
was really calculated to destroy the plaintiffs’ title. It appeared to his 
lordship that although there was nothing which suggested fraud on behalf 
of the defendants, who had acted with good faith throughout, yet 
had, in point of law, infringed the plaintiffs’ trade-mark, and as the 
ence then stood there must be an injunction against them.—Soxicriom, 
Hutchinson § McKenna ; Allen § Son. 
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Serriep Lanp Act, 1882, s. 388—ArrornTMENT OF TRUSTEES UNDER THE 
—Proprosep Trustee Soricrror ro Tenant ror Lirz.—In the case of In 
J. Walker’s Trusts, before Kay, J., on the 2nd inst., it nes 
age decided in the same case, sub nom. Wheelwright v. Wi t 

. R. 363), that no sale could be made by the tenant for life until trusteg 
for the purposes of the Settled Land Act, had been appointed, applicatia 
was made for the appointment of the existing trustees of the willu 
trustees under the Act. It appeared that one of the existing trustees di! 
the settlement was solicitor for the tenant for life, and objection was taka 
by the person entitled in reversion to the land proposed to be sold to his 


appointment on that ground. Kay, J., held that the solicitor of 4 
tenant for life was not a proper person _ to appoin’ Te 
ferred the matter back - the chief clerk for the appointment Of som 
other person e@ trustee for the oses 0 x LI 

‘olton, Robbins, usk, for L. H. Sy , Ripponden ; Zorr, Janeways,§ 
Gribble, for Chambers § Chambers, Brighouse.= 
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Serriep Lanp Act, 1882, s. 2, sus-sEcrion 10, ss. 6—13, 19, 20, 38, 59—Te- 
FANT—SHARE AS NExT or Kin In LAND BELONGING TO A PARTNERSHIP.—In# 
case of In re Wells, deceased, before Kay, J., on the 6th inst., the question aro 
as to whether land to which certain infants were entitled as next of kinof 
their father, and which had formed part of the land belonging to a patt 
nership of which he was a member, was settled land within the 
of section 59 of the Settled Land Act, 1882. The father had died with 
making a will, and letters of administration had been taken out to lis 
estate. He left six next of kin, two of whom were infants. He wii 
entitled at his death to shares in the property of a certain up, 
part of which consisted of freehold and copyhold lands. These lands hat 
not been realized by the administrator, but had been retained in spetit 
so that the next of kin were now entitled to shares in the same as if 
had been personal pro; . Asummons had been taken out for 2 
appointment of trustees, under the Settled Land Act, during the mn: | 
ties of the infants, and that the powers conferred by sections 6 to 13 and 
19 and 20 of the Act might be exercised by the trustees, The object 
the summons was that joint leases of the lands in question bw 
granted by the trustees, when appointed, and such of the next of kin# 
were of age, with the concurrence of those interested in the rest of 
——, Fw, , it being thought desirable that such leases shou 

made. e application was made ex parte on behalf of the infants. 
was argued that, under section 2, sub-section’0, land included an wl 
divi share of land, and that even if a breach of trust had been 
mitted by the administrator in not oe land this was 
as far as the infants were concerned, to whose interest it was that leas 
should be made. Kay, J,, made the order without prejudice to aly 
interests of the infants.—Soxicrrors, Bell, Brodrick, ¢ Gray. pa 
























Venvor axp Purcuaser Act, 1874—Sauz sy Taverers — Bresson @ 
Trust—Concunrence or Benzrictanres.—In Patten v. The 








Edmonton Union, heard on the 24th ult., before Pearson, J., it # 
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that the vendors had purchased for £1,980 some real estate out of 
mds, and that it had been conveyed to them to hold upon the 
of the will under which the trust arose. The will, which was dated 
s. contained no power to invest in real estate at all, and the trustees, 
sing, committed a breach of trust. The purchasers, therefore, who 
en £2,200 for the property, now objected to complete without the 
nce of all the beneficiaries, but the vendors objected, offering to 
e concurrence of one, and contending that this was sufficient. 
mig was refused by the purchasers on the ground that a cestui que trust 
“guld not, by his sole act, derogate from the right of his other cestwis que 

wnt to elect to take the property in specie. The summons was then 
taken out by the purchasers to have the question settled. In the course 
the argument an expression of opinion in Mr. Dart’s Vendors and 


Purchasers, 4th ed., p. 560, was_ci the effect that the concurrence of 
me benefi was sufficient. Parson, J., without iin on 
ejansel oo tre verttors, —hcTa that th 














atee tie 5 a é concurrence of one 
sk a Was sufficient, as, if one elected to take the money instead 
” ; e could not be forced by the others to sell his share of 1t 
erg on. e thought the guardians were entitled to have 
ited -mon ested in consols in name _as trustees, 
flower @ a declaration accordingly upon the summons, but without costs. 
$ out of —Souicrrors, Howard § Skelton ; Loveil, Son, § Pitfield. 








for the 
the in. 
rt of a 
IET 
& pur. 
ape SOCIETIES. 
tion of Pa 
acing LAW ASSOCIATION. 

The following is the report of the board of directors presented to the 
a8 well Mi nual general court held on Thursday week, Laurence Desborough, Esq., 
| Which HB President, in the chair :— 

to his MP 1, The directors have the pleasure of submitting to the members of the 
behalf S% law Association a report of their proceedings and the accounts for the 
sf | lust twelve months. 

8 9, The directors have considered thirty-three cases of the primary 
CTT0R, HS class, and have distributed amongst them the aggregate sum of £1,465. 


3, They have also. considered numerous applications of the secondary or 
non-members’ class, which have come before them, and they have 
distributed the sum of £150 placed at their disposal amongst twenty 

g, and recommend to the general court that a like sum of £150 be 
ap their disposal for distribution amongst the cases of non-members 
ens 


uing year. : 
4 The directors have the pleasure to report that they have received 


by 


ot 
Stee towards the funds of the association a donation of £10 10s. from the 
cat Honourable Society of Staple-inn. 

vill af 6, The several investments now belonging to the association are as 
e8 Ot viz. :—New 3 per Cents., £22,480 11s. 9d. ; 3 per Cent. Consols, 
take £2,000; 3 per Cent. Reduced, £2,000; India 4 per Cents., £465 13s. 2d. ; 
to his Great Indian Peninsular Railway Stock, £2,500; East Indian Railway 
of the biapany (Annuity Class B), £6,837 10s. ; total, £36,283 14s. 11d. 

an 6, The dividends received last year from these investments amounted 
“BOIme 41,238 8s. 10d., and with £405 6s., the amount received for the like 
TTOR, petiod. in respect of annual subscriptions, and £52 10s. on account of life 
ays, § ms, make the total income of the association derivable from 


these sources £1,696 4s. 10d. for the year. 

1, The directors have to report with regret the deaths during the past 
atof the following members of the association :—Mr. Samuel Edwards, 
James Beaumont, Mr. Ferdinand Brand, Mr. Richard Higgins Burne, 
it, Mark Anthony Reyroux, Mr. William Weld Wren, Mr. Albert Turner, 
Mt. Simon Adams Beck, Mr. John Deverell, Mr. Thomas William Flavell, 

Mt, Frederick Last, and Mr. John Satchell. 
8, The names of above 4,000 solicitors appear in the Law List, as prac- 
titing within the metropolitan district (to which district the operations of 
Society are, by the rules of the association, limited), but there are only 
members of the association. The directors feel that it only needs a 
lle personal effort on the part of individual members in explaining the 
dhjects of the association, and in inviting professional friends and neigh- 
wits to become subscribers, to obtain a large addition to the list of 
L , and thus enable the directors to entertain more of the numerous 

tions made to them for assistance. 
4, By the regulations of the association, the president, vice-president, 
, directors, and auditors for the ensuing year are to be elected 
prnent meeting. 
‘10. In conclusion, the directors cannot but feel that the proceedings of 
ast years are well calculated to impress on the minds of the supporters of 
association a strong feeling in favour of its continued usefulness, and 
the only reward they desire for their exertions in this charitable work is 
the bation of the members at large, and general activity and zeal in 
the interests of this truly benevolent metropolitan association. 





THE BAR COMMITTEE. 


The following gentlemen have been added to the committee mosey 
ted to draft the constitution of the new bar organization :—neas J. 

, + QC., M.P.; J. P. Murphy, Esq., Q.C.; George P. 

, veg C.; John Morgan Howard, Esq., Q.C.; John W. Mellor, 

Faq., Q.C., M.P. ; Fred. Meadows White, Esq., Q.0. ; William Court Gully, 
Pe ao ; Edward Ce ot 5 ag 8 at é a oe gy ony 
: .; Frederi . Bosanquet, + QC. ; ude gallay, Esq., 
Soeeph Beaumont, Esq., H. Burton Buckley, Esq., John Chester, Esq., 


SSPE oEte rabies i bse cs eager 








Alexander Dauney, Esq., 


H. D. Greene, Esq., R. B. Haldan 

Thurstan Holland, 

Jeune, Esq., M. Ingle Joyce, Esd-s A. T. Lawrence, Esq., F 
and, Esq. al 


secretary), E. 


Esq., F. Mead, Esq., H. P.. Pol; 


H. Russell, Esq., William Speed, 


J. W. Dunning, Esq., Bradl 
, Esq., T. C. Hedderwick, 
Esq., Howel Jeffreys, Esq., 


Esq., T. R. Warrington, 


ey Dyne, Esq., 
. (hon. 

cis 
Marshall, 


, Walter C. Renshaw, Esq., Cecil 
Esq., A. P. 


Whately, Esq., B. F. Williams, Esq. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates were successful at the Preliminary Examina- 
tion held on the 9th and 10th of May, 1883 :— 


Adams, Herbert Edward 
Appleby, John Snowdon 
Atkinson, Wemyss Henry 
Ayres, Harry Edward 
Banham, Harold Francis John 
Barlow, George Edmund J. H. 
Beasley, William Ellis 
Bell, Septimus Shepherd 
Berey, Thomas Bickersteth 
Bigland, Edwin Hodgson 
Blake, Garson Henry Lovewell 
Bles, Alfred Joseph 
Blount, Ernest William 
Booth, George Arthur 
Borrie, Albert 
Brandon, Jocelyn 
Brantingham, William 
Brearey, Branton 
Brown, Herbert Collander 
Bryett, Frederick Ernest 
Bull, Theodore Charles Joseph 
Burridge, William Alfred ; 
Burrows, Charles Lionel 
Burton, Alfred Christopher 
Butler, Charles Shirley 
Campbell, Robert 
Catton, Arthur William 
Charles, Thomas 
Chilton, Stanley 
Clarke, James Morgan Strachan 
Clegg, Leonard Johnson 
Clutterbuck, Walter Sweeting 
Colton, Michael Herbert 
Cosgrove, George 
Cowlishaw, Arthur Henry 
Craigie, Athole 
Craven, Henry 
Crowley, Claude Edmund 
Cummings, Arthur Temple 
Danncey, Ernest Arthur 
Davenport, James Gladstone 
Denison, John Joseph 
Dickinson, William Albert 
Dixon, Thomas Rochester 
Dodd, Charles Haffenden 
Donaldson, Thomas William 
Du Cane, Louis Charles 
Dumbleton, Allan Southey 
Eldridge, Thomas Reader 
Evans, Thomas Oliver 
Fearnley, John 
Fenwick, Featherstone 
Fowler, Edward Seymour 
Freedman, Henry 
Gawry, Arthur Jeau 
Gellatly, Herbert 
Grant, Philip Reginald 
Guilding, Aubrey Melville 
Hammond, Egerton 
Hammond, William Cecil 
Hancox, Joseph Robert 
Harmer, Francis Awbery 
Harris, Charles Frederick 
Healing, Richard Henry 
Hein, George Gustave Bulcke 
Herschell, George Smith 
Hill, Arthur Charles Edward 
Hodges, Alfred 
Hoyle, Theodore 
Huddleston, Anthony 
ir vee "Richard At hur George 
ames, Richard Arthur 
Jones, David Humphrey 
Jowett, Charles 


Keilor, John Danby Downing 

Kirtland, Thomas Edward Varley 

Klinck, Frederic Gordon 

Lawson, Smith 

Lee, Douglas Cameron 

Letts, Richard Arthur 

Lister, Edward Haley t 

Low, Victor Howard 

Lowrie, John Robert 

Lymn, Frederic Charles 

McCrossan, James 

Malkin, T. W. 

Mattley, Robert Dawson 

Mayne, Arthur Heriot 

Mayo, Henry Herbert Worsfold 

Melbourne, Newell Wells 

Middleton, Gilbert 

Milward, Geoffery Lionel 

Nelson, Thomas Hudson 

North, Dudley 

Oldfield, John Smith 

Orrey, Joseph Harrison 

Owles, Thomas Frederick Beaumont 

Paige, William Cholwich 

Peacock, Lionel Henry 

Pegge, Cecil Valentine 

Phillips, John William 

Preston, Hermann Leigh Newbery 

Preston, John 

Price, James Benjamin Garsed 

Prichard, Hubert Cecil 

Reed, Thomas Hudson 

Regg, Robert William 

Richardson, Bertram Ivor 

Richardson, Frederick Samuel David 
Evans 

Riley, John 

Roberts, Robert Arthur 

Roberts, Thomas Owen 

Roberts, William Griffith 

Robinson, Charles Burt 

Russell, Harold John Hastings 

Saxby, George 

Scott, Stanley Herbert 

Seline, David 

Seymour, Herbert John 

Slater, William Ibbotson 

Smith, Henry Curwen Biscoe 

Smith, Sidney Buchannan 

Stace, Arthur Edward 

Stansbury, Norman Noel 

Starkie, Wilham Robert 

Stevens, Francis Hewitt 

Sutcliffe, John Herbert 

Teather, Wilham Linsey 

Thorp, Thomas Alder 

Tolhurst, Alfred Ignatius 

Troughton, William Henry 

Tudor, Owen Lechmere 

Turnbull, Robert 

Vidler, Percy Alexander 

Wainwright, George Sydney 

Wakeham, Leonard 

Waldron, Robert Highway 

Ward, Arthur 

Ward, Henry Waddelow 

Watson, George Dixon 

Watson, William Francis 

Webb, John Edgar 

Wellington, James 

Wilkinson, Benjamin 

Williamson, Edward 

Wilson, Henry 

Wilson, Herbert Howard 
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Woodhead, William 
Wordsworth, Thomas Henry 
Yates, Thomas Duckworth 


Wilton, Henry Pleydell 
Windybank, Henry Allen 
Winter, Robert Gilroy 





COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Trinity Examination, 1883. 


Genera, Examination or Srupents or THE Inns or Court, held at 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall, May 3, 4, 8, 9, 10, and 11, 1883. 


The following students passed a satisfactory examination in Roman 
law :—Thomas Graham Balfour, James Campbell Bannerman, Charles 
Lutley Sclater Booth, Hugh Clarence Bourne, Thomas Lansdown Browne, 
Edward Stanley Creek, Robert Donaldson, Montague John Druitt, William 
Ernest Dunsford, Ewald Hugnst Esselen, Walter James Haines, Thomas 
Wagstaffe Haycraft, William Brown Hextall, William Puigo Horton, John 
Highfield Leigh, Sydney George Lushington, George Frederic Marwood, 
Norman MacDonald St. John Marsden Newton, Edward Nundy, Henry 
Percy Owen, John Stewart Oxley, John Studdert Redmayne, James 
Roberts, John Drysdale Sandars, Samuel Sandbach, and Joseph Straker, 
of the Inner Temple; Percy Douglas, Arthur La Trobe Foster, Heber 
Leonidas Hart, Francis Villiers Hornby, Charles William Ross Kitching, 
Vinayak Ganpatrao Kotharé, Benjamim Scott Foster MacGeagh, Benjamin 
Livingston Marples, George Augustus Frederic Moffatt, Pierce William 
Moore, Jitendra Nath Palit, Lewis de Teissier Prevost, Arthur Phillip 
Quicke, Archibald Hepburne Stewart, John Maurice O’Connell Vines, 
John Edward Power Wallis, William Samuel Whitworth, and Sidney 
Wright, of the Middle Temple ; James Herbert Bakewell, Arthur Cardew, 
Henry Cockfield Dimsdale, William Cameron Gull, Henry Rider Haggard, 
John William St. Lawrance Leslie, Mark Beauchamp Peacock Thomas 
Glynn Ridley, Maurice John Swabey, and Charles Alfred Swinburne, of 
Lincoln’s-inn ; and William Patrick Byrne, Ferdinand Leopold Maximilian 
Percy Firminger, and Charles Palmer, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to Sidney Webb, Esq., of 
Gray’s-inn, a studentship in jurisvrudence and Roman law of one hundred 
guineas, to continue for a period of two years. The council have also 
awarded to David Calder Leck, Esq., of the Middle Temple, the Barstow 
Law Scholarship. 

The council also awarded to the following students certificates that they 
have satisfactorily passed a public examination:—Peter Wilson Atkin, 
Wilfrid Emilius Bayley, Humphrey George Hardtman Berkeley, Russell 
Hugh Worthington Biggs, Richard Newdigate Blandy, Henry Ferryman 
Bowles, George Grey Butler, Thomas Elger Cundy, Manobendra Krishna 
Deva, Harry Penwarne Ede, Peter Macintyre Evans, William Neville 
Montgomerie Geary, John Peter Grant, Reginald Claud Moore Gillett 
Gridley, Edward Marshall Hall, Charles Astley Lamb, Neil Elliott Lewis, 
Alfred Joseph George Lippitt, John Robert Howard McLean, Henry 
Ernest Milne, Robert John Parker, Claude Phillips, Thomas Phillips, 
Walter Gerald Ponsonby, Robert Henry Pritchard, Herbert Henry 
Raphael, James Shapland Sargeaunt, Charles John Stewart, Arthur 
Strachey, Harry Knowles Tunstill, and Robert Bell Turton, of the Inner 
Temple; Henry Evans Austin, Richard Edward Boyns, Thomas Rawling 
Bridgwater, John Chisholm, William Edward Cleaver, Francis William 
Crook, Henry Joseph Dillon, Henry Hamilton Lawless, David Calder Leck, 
Campbell Keir Mackintosh, Edgar Meynell, Clement Henry Smiles Moore, 
Charles Felix Palmer, John Rutherford, John Harper Scaife, John Herbert 
Slater, and William Donald Spence, of the Middle Temple; Chunder Nath 
Banerjei, William Wycliffe Barlow, Robert Bruce Burnside, Edwin Arthur 
Eade, Herbert Innes Fripp, Edward Cecil Christy Henry, William Henry 
Horsley, Kighley John Hough, Dennis Clayfield Ireland, Lawrence Hugh 
Jenkins, Charles Vernon Peacock Keene, Frederic Mackenzie Maxwell, 
Kennard Golborne Metcalfe, John Adam Milne, Francis Charles Montague, 
George Ernest Moss, and Robert Smith Mushet, of Lincoln’s-inn; and 
Valentine Dennis Archer, and Richard Reader Harris, of Gray’s-inn, 
Esqs. 





CALLS TO THE BAR, 
The following gentlemen have been called to the bar:— 


Lrxcoin’s-1xw.—Henry Clare Kirkpatnck, of Trinity College, Dublin, 
and of the Irish Bar; Hermann Michacl Kisch, M.A. Cambridge (Bengal 
Civil Service); Charles Vernon Peacock Keene, M.A. Oxford; William 
Wycliffe Barlow, M.A. Cambridge: Edgar Percy Hewitt (Lincoln’-inn 
Scholarship in International aid Constitutional Law, 1881); Kighley John 
Hough, B.A. Oxford ; Edward Cecil Christy Henry, B.A. Oxford; Edwin 
Arthur Eade, M.A. Oxford; John Adam Milne, B.A. Cambridge; Francis 
Charles Montague, B.A. Oxford, Fellow of Oriel College; Herbert Innes 
Fripp, B.A. Oxford; Alfred Percival Perceval Keep, B.A. Oxford; Ken- 
nard Golborne Metcalfe, B.A. Cambridge; Chunder Nath PBanerjei, of 
the University of Calcutta (Bengal Uncovenanted Civil Service); Robert 
Smith Mushett, B.A. Oxford; Herbert Morse, B.A. Oxford; Horace New- 
begin Watts, M.D. University of St. Andrews; and Dhiraj Krishna 
Ghose (Lincoln’s-inn Scholarship in Real and Personal Property Law, 
1883), of the University of Calcutta, Esqs. 

Isxyx Temrte.—Alexander Macmillan, M.A. Oxford; Frank Smyth 
Baden-Powell, M.A. Oxford; Thomas Parnell Parnell, B.A. Oxford; 
Henry Miles Finch, M.A., LL.M., Cambridge; Henry Ferryman Bowles, 
B.A. Cambridge; Robert Marshall Middleton, B.A. Oxford; Thomas 
Phillips; George nm Edwardes Jones, Fellow of Pembroke College, 
Cambridge; William Howell Walters, B.A. Cambridge; Neil Elliott 
Lewis, B.A. Oxford; Harry Penwarne Ede, B.A. Oxford; John Peter 
Grant, B.A. Oxford; Clayton Louis Glyn, B.A. Oxford; William Henry 
























Trollope, B.A. Cambridge; Harry Rose Pugh, M.A. sie we 
Reesteen B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Frank Gore-Browne, B.A, Ox 
William Leonard Wrenford; Harold Tartt C m, M.A. Ox 
Arthur Dudley Stallard, B.A. Cambridge ; Charles erbert . 
James Button, B.A. Cambridge; Thomas Wentworth Grant; Haw 
Courthope Munroe, B.A. Cambridge; Charles John Stewart; Bay 
Marshall-Hall, B.A. Cambridge ; John Farrell Lavington Payne ; 
Fowler, B.A. Oxford; Humphry George Hardtman Berkeley ; 
Rawlins Pemberton, B.A. Cambridge; Claude Phillips, B.A. 
and Russell Hugh Worthington Biggs, London, Esqs. 

Mipptz Temprte.—Stanley Ismay, Bengal Civil Service; 
Donald Spence, M.A. University of Aberdeen, holder of a Studentsh; 
Jurisprudence and Roman Law; Daniel Jenkins, of the University g 
London ; Alfred George Hipwell, M.A. Trinity College, Dublin; ‘ 
Arthur Jones Stradlyn Morgan Phillips, of the University of London ang 
of Downing College, Cambridge; Alfred Holt, B.A. Worcester College, 
Oxford ; Henry Hamilton Lawless, of the Irish Bar, B.A. Trinity College. 
Dublin, Middle Temple 20 guineas Equity Scholar, and 50 guineas R 
and Personal Property Scholar; John Chisholm, M.A., LL.B., Edinburgh 
University, Advocate of the Scotch Bar; Alan Kerr, University of Lon. 


Foe 


sR EE Ce 






don; Charles Sidney Brandon, B.A. Trinity Hall, Cambridge; Demos. Geer 
thenes Gregory Cuppa, LL.B. Jesus College, Cambridge; Thomas Mot my Pmect 
Whitehouse, University of London, 30 guineas Real and Personal Prop. 2, Th 
erty Scholar, 1880 and 1882, 30 guineas Equity Scholar, 1881, 100 guineas other? 
Real and Personal Property Scholar, 1883 ; Richard Edward Boynes, B.A, : 
St. John’s College, Cambridge, and of the University of London; Thomas ( 


Rawling Bridgwater; Henry Joseph Dillon, 100 guineas Middle Temple 
Equity Scholar; Henry John Manning; James Alexander Beresford Bar. 
wick Bruce; Jitendra Rath Banerjea, University of Calcutta; Otool Chum 
Mullick, M A., B.L., Calcutta University ; Gerald Osmond Vaughan ; Wm, 
Ebenezer Anthonyson; David Norman M’Naughton, 2nd class Real a 
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Personal Property Scholar, and of the University of Glasgow; Hi 
Evans Austin, B.A., LL.B., Trinity College, Dublin, and of the Irish Bi 
Herbert Morris Bower, M.A. Trinity College, Cambridge; Griffith Henry 
Evans, B.A. London University Exhibitioner, Jesus or rd 
Gerard Sunderland Leresche, B.A. St. John’s College, OCambridg 
William Clark, 20 guineas International and Constitutional Law 8¢ 
50 guineas Common and Criminal Law Scholar, 100 guineas Internatio 
and Constitutional Law Scholar; James Stuart Yates, M.A., UL. Ff, 
Edinburgh University; Camille Henri Octave Laurent; Charles Short 
Dicken ; Donald Mackinnon, New College, Oxford; Rokinshivo Masi. 
jima, Hogaskushi, Bachelor of Law, Tokio University, Japan; Kenrick] 
Peck; John Herbert Slater, Esqs. The following scholarships, awarded 
the Masters of the Bench, were announced m Hall—viz., Common Law 
Lindesay J. Robertson, 100 guineas; and Robert F. Colam, 30 guine 
Real and Personal Property.—Thomas Mott Whitehouse, 100 guinea 
and R. P. Sethna, 30 guineas. Equity.—R. R. Cherry, 100 guineas; @ 
E. Blackwood Wright, 30 guineas. International Law.—Leslie Ti 
Gruyther, 100 guineas; and Frederick Ritter, 30 guineas. Barstow Lay 
Scholarship.—David Calder Leck. " 
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LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


May 22.—The society discussed the question, ‘* When a cause of 
arises out of a felonious act, is the prosecution of the felon a con 
precedent to the commencement of the action?’”? Mr. W. J. Cook 
the question in the negative, and received support from Messrs. T. 
Williams, A. Austin, Elmslie, Stanley, and Clarke; while Messrs. 
P. T. Rhys, and Hicklin advocated the affirmative: On a division P 
taken after the opener had replied, the question was negatived by 4 
majority of one vote. % 

May 29.—An interesting, but rather one-sided, debate took place upo 
the subject, ‘‘Is it desirable that marriage with a deceased e's sii 
should be legalized ?’? which was opened by Mr. Pope in the aff 
and was followed on the same side by Messrs. H. H. Wi ne, 
Sargeant, Dixon, and A. Austin; while Messrs. Napier, Stuart, Smith, 
and E. G. Spiers spoke for the negative. On the question being put, & 
was found there was a majority of ten votes for the affirmative. . 













UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


The usual! weekly meeting of this society was held at Olement’s- 

Hall on Wednesday, May 30, when an animated debate was held 

the motion, ‘‘ That the belief that ghosts are seen objectively is unso' 

Mr. Jenks opened the debate and was followed by Mr. Spence, who mi 
‘‘the previous question.’”” This was supported by Messrs. Napier, 
Harvey, Kains-Jackson, Batchelor, and Yates, and opposed by Messt®, 
Jenks, Newman, and Snell. Mr. Spence replied, and after the chai ; 
had summed ef the motion for the previous question was put to the meee 
ing and carried by a majority of three votes, ; fs 

~ 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


At an ordinary meeting of this society, O. 'T. Saunders, Esq., in 
chair, debate on Moot Point No. 68—‘' That declarations ought to be 
stituted for oaths in both Parliament and courts of law ’'—was 
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Speakers in the affirmative—Messrs. G. T, Edwards, Cash, Jolly, H. 
Ro , and Ryland; negative—Messrs, Osborne and . 
motion was ¢ as re Parliament, b large majority, 


carried, a 
negatived by a small majo y a8 regards courts ot law. 
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PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACT, 
1879. 


of regulations made by the Attorney-General, with 
of t rf Lord eel: and a Secretary of State, for carrying 
9 “the Prosecution fy Offences Act, 1879,” is taken from a 
parliamen r just issued :— 
gps gt secachaatcced unpRER 42 & 43 Vicr. c. 22, s. 8. 
irector of Public Prosecutions: .rall be required to take action in 
glass of cases as have hitherto been conducted by the Solicitor of the 
y by order of the Secretary of State, and in other cases for the 
F ducting of which, in his opinion, the ordinary mode of prosecu- 
on is insufficient. 
he following rules are to be applied only to such cases :— 
|. It shall be the duty of the Director of Public Prosecutions to give 
ginee in cases of importance and difficulty to justices of the peace, to 
daks of justices of the peace, and to chief officers of police who may 
for his advice in such cases, and to other persons in his discretion, 
to any special instruction which he may receive from the Attorney- 
General. Advice so given may, at the discretion of the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, be given verbally or in writing. 
9, The Director of Public Prosecutions may assist prosecutors by 
gthorizing them to incur special costs for the purpose of— 


ip 


vk 


Bags 


i 


JE 





ayy - ‘(a.) The preparation of scientific evidence. 

"homags ».) The remuneration of scientific witnesses. 

Temple e.) The payment of extra fees to counsel. 

d Bar. id.) The preparation of plans or models. 

Chum e.) And in respect of any special matters in such cases as the 
; Wm, Attorney-General may sanction. , 

al and §o much of the costs that are thus authorized by the Director of Public 
Henry Prosecutions as shall not be allowed on taxation and paid by the authority 


that defrays the costs of the prosecution, and are found after examination 
lythe Solicitor of her Majesty’s Treasury to be reasonable and proper, 
dall be paid by the said solicitor. 
3, Upon every application made by a prosecutor to withdraw from a 
ution, the clerk to the justices or to the police-court before whom 
the prosecution has been in which such application is made, shall forth- 
wih give notice to the Director of Public Prosecutions of such applica- 
tim, and of the reasons for making it. 

If any prosecution instituted before a justice of the peace or a police 

te be not carried on within reasonable time, or be not proceeded 

in consequence of an apparent improper refusal or failure of anyone 

wo ought to proceed therewith, the clerk shall forthwith give notice to 

te Director of Public Prosecutions of any such delay, refusal, or failure, 

amiof the cause of the same, if it be known. And in all cases to which 

this role ap lies he shall also, when required, forthwith transmit to the 

Director 0 blic Prosecutions by post a copy of the information and of 

ildepositions and other documents relating to the case in which such 
whiee 1s given. 

4 In all cases in which any delay in proceeding with a prosecution, or 
inwhich good cause is shown for any refusal or failure to proceed, and 
which appear to the Director of Public Prosecutions to be of importance 
dificulty, or in which special circumstances seem to him to render his 
wion necessary to secure the due prosecution of an offender, he shall 
tit action therein. And in these cases all expenses not allowed on 

and paid by the authority that defrays the costs of the prosecu- 
tit, and which are found after examination by the Solicitor to her 
8 Treasury to be reasonable and proper, shall be paid by the said 


4, The assistant to the Director of Public Prosecutions shall act for the 
vhole of England and Wales. 
‘pon §. In the conduct of any prosecution the Director of Public Prosecu- 
_ &® ‘ins and his assistant shall, as a rule, employ and instruct the Solicitor 
ot her Majesty’s Treasury, but under special circumstances may employ 
peo icitor or firm of solicitors to act as agents for the Director in the 
of aprosecution, in getting up evidence, preparing instructions 
ftrand instructing counsel, as is usually done by a solicitor, and for so 
such agent or agents shall be paid such costs and charges as the 
to her Majesty's Treasury shall, after examination, find to be 
msonable and proper. 
1. In instructing counsel the Director of Public Prosecutions shall act 
tder the directions of the Attorney-General. 
& The Director of Public Prosecutions, in cases reserved for the 
of the Court of Crown Cases Reserved, which are brought to his 
notice, and in which no counsel for the prosecution is instructed, shall, 
When he thinks fit, or when so directed by the Attorney-General, cause 
as named by the Attorney-General to be instructed, and the 
bio of so doing to be defrayed by the Solicitor to her Majesty’s Treasury, 
Prexy junction of the peace or coroner to whom a notice has been 
section 5 of the Prosecution of Offences Act, 1879, shall, 
three days, transmit by post in a registered letter to the Director 
tt Public Prosecutions, every document which he is by the said section 


yo to transmit. 
Director of Public Prosecutions shall deliver or transmit by post 
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sch documents to the pe officers of the court in which the trial is to 
oa buble tt ae ha he shall transmit them in 
mits su ; e smit them in a 
registered letter addre rach offed 
Temple, 1th J : Settled and epprared. 
ten uary, 1880. Joun Hoixer. 
24 gnnayy, 1008 Carns, 0. 
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OBITUARY. 


MR. CUTHBERT EDWARD ELLISON. 


Mr. Cuthbert Edward Ellison, stipendiary magistrate at Lambeth 
Police Court, died at his residence, 7, pwr anny Mb Grosvenor-place, on 
the 26th ult. Mr. Ellison was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary ‘erm, 1843, and 
he formerly practised ou the Home Circuit.” He was a magi ‘at the 
Worship-street Police Court from 1864 till 1870, when he was tra 
to Lambeth Police Court, where he presided until his death. Mr. Ellison 
was a sound criminal lawyer, and he was considered one of the ablest and 
most efficient magistrates in the metropolis. On taking his seat at Lambeth 
Police Court on the morning of the 28th ult, Mr. Chance said that he could 
not speak too highly of the merits and worth of his late colleague. had 
been associated in the court foroyertwelveyears, and during that they 
had worked with the greatest unanimity. Mr. Ellison ‘ him- 
self to all with whom he was associated, and his death would for a long 
time cast a gloom over the court. Several of the solicitors present added 
their tribute to the great ability and the high character of the de- 
ceased. 


MR. JAMES HENRY HARMAR MOXON, LL.D. 


Mr. James Henry Harmar Moxon, LL.D., barrister, died suddenly at 
Baitsbite, Cambridgeshire, on the 23rd ult. Mr. Moxon was born in 1846. 
He was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated at 
the head of the first class of the law tripos in 1869. He obtained the 
Chancellor’s Gold Medal for law studies m 1871, and he afterwards pro- 
ceeded to the degree of LL.D. Mr. Moxon was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1871. He was formerly a member of the 
Norfolk Circuit, but he had been for several years resident at Cambridge. 
He was formerly law lecturer at Trinity College, and he had been exten- 
sively engaged in legal tuition. He was well known in the ise? pias a 
a boating-man and an accomplished skater. Mr. Moxon devoted much « 
his leisure time to botanical pursuits. On the evening of the 23rd ult. 
his dead body was found in a ditch near Baitsbite. It is supposed that he 
was seized with a fit while stooping down to gather a plant. He leaves a 
widow and a young family. 


MR. WILLIAM JOHN BEALE. 


Mr. William John Beale, solicitor, formerly of Bisnin ingham, died 
his residence, Byrntirion, near Dolgelly, on the 2ist ult., in his tesrenis 
sixth year. Mr. Beale was the son of Mr. William Beale, of Bi 4 
He was born in 1807, and he was admitted a solicitor about the year 
1830. He practised for nearly fifty years at Birmingham, having had also 
a London office at 28, Great George-street, i . He was 
formerly in partnership with the late Mr. Samuel Carter (who was for 3 
short time M.P. for Coventry), and more recently he was associated with 
Mr. James Marigold, and with his son, Mr. James Samuel Beale. He was 
for many years solicitor to the Midland Railway Company, and he con- 
ducted many important parliamentary contests for that body. On his re- 
tirement from practice Mr. Beale was made a magistrate for Merioneth- 
shire, and he had served the office of high sheriff of that county. 





MR. JOHN WILLIAMS. 


Mr. John Williams, solicitor, died at Penryn, on the 20th ult., in his 
eighty-fourth year. Mr. Williams was born in 1800. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1822 and he had practised for nearly sixty years at Penryn. 
He was a perpetual commissioner for the county of Cornwall, and he was 
for many years town clerk of the borough of . His private prac- 
tice was an extensive one. Mz. Williams was one of the oldest solicitors 
in Cornwall. 


MR. SAMUEL HERBERT LEWIN, 

Mr. Samuel Herbert Lewin, solicitor and parliamentary nt (of the 
firm of Lewin, Gregory, & Anderson), of 23, King-street, estminster, 
died at Bournemouth on the 29th ult. Mr. Lewin was born in 1839. He 
was formerly scholar of Trinity College, Cambridge, where he mie 
in the second class of the classical tripos in 1860. He was a 
solicitor in 1867. Mr. Lewin had practised for several years at West- 
minster in partnership with Mr. George Gregory and Mr. Maurice Chap- 
man Anderson, and he had a very extensive business, both as a solicitor 
and as a parliamentary agent. 





MR, ALEXANDER KENNEDY ISBISTER. 


Mr, Alexander Kennedy Isbister, barrister, died on the 28th ult. b 
Isbister was the eldest son of Mr. Thomas Isbister, He was born in If 





and he was for several years in the service of the Hudson's B 
He afterwards became a student at the University of 
roceeded to the degree of M.A., and in 1866 he gr 
Jniversity of London. He was called to the bar a 
Michaelmas Term, 1854, and he was for several years head 
Stationers Company's school. Mr. Ishister had been for 
of the College of Preceptors, and he was most indefatigal 
tions in the cause of middle-class education. He was editor 
Educational Times, and he- had also contributed several 


Encyclopedia Britannica, 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


The Right Hon. Cartes Ronerr Barry, one of the judges of 
the Queen’s Bench Division in Ireland, has been appointed a 
Judge of the Court of Appeal in Ireland, in succession to the late Lord 
Justice Deasy. Lord Justice Barry is the eldest son of Mr. James Barry, 
and was born in 1824. He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and 
he was called to the bar at Dublin in 1848. He becamea Queen’s Counsel 
in 1859, and a serjeant-at-law in 1866. He was Solicitor-General from 
1868 till 1870, when he was appointed Attorney-General, and was sworn a 
member of the Irish Privy Council. He was M.P., for Dungarvan in the 
Liberal interest from 1865 till 1868. In 1872 he was appointed a judge of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, and in 1879 he was a member of the Royal 
Commission on the Criminal Code Bill. 


Mr. James Murpny, Q.C., has been appointed a Judge of the Common 
Pleas Division in Ireland in the place of Mr. Justice O’Brien, who has suc- 
ceeded Lord Justice Barry asa judge of the Queen’s Bench Division. 
Mr. Justice Murphy was called to the bar in Ireland in 1849, and he has 
practised on the Munster Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1866, 
and a bencher of the King’s Inns in 1871. ; 


Mr. Rozert Joun Brron, Q.C., has been appointed a Police Magistrate for 
the Metropolis, in succession to Mr. Cuthbert Edward Ellison, deceased. Mr. 
Biron is the son of the Rev. Edwin Biron, rector of Lympne, Kent, and 
was born in 1830. He was educated at the King’s School, Canterbury, 
and at Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, where he graduated in the first 
class of the civil law tripos in 1852. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Trinity Term, 1854, and he has practised on the South-Eastern 
Circuit, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1882. Mr. Biron was 
appointed recorder of Hythe in 1859, and recorder of Deal and Sandwich 
in 1872. He acted in 1869 as a commissioner to inquire into corrupt 
practices in the city of Norwich, and he also acted as a commissioner for 
the trial of petitions under the Municipal Elections Act. He is senior 
prosecuting counsel for the Post Office on the South-Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Ricnarp Evan Joun Kinxeap, solicitor, of Stalybridge, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Stalybridge School Board. Mr. Kinkead, who was 
admitted a solicitor in 1871, was in partnership with the late Mr. George 
Taylor, of Stalybridge, who had held the above appointment ever since the 
formation. of the above school board in 1871. 


Mr. Samvzt Epwarp Hearn, solicitor (of the firm of Heath & Son), of 
Nottingham and Grantham, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Joun Epwarp Henry Serceant, solicitor, of Alford, Spilsby, and 
Skegness, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Henry Rosert Cutzey, solicitor, of Norwich, has been appointed 
Deputy Coroner for the Norwich Division of the County of Norfolk. 


Mr. Tuomas JoserH Sworper (of the firm of Longmore & Sworder), of 
Hertford, who has been elected President of the Hertfordshire Law Society 
for the ensuing year, is the son of the late Mr. Thomas Sworder, solicitor, 
of Hertford. He was admitted a solicitor in 1878, and he is clerk to the 
Hertford Board of Guardians, superintendent registrar, ‘and coroner for 
the Hertford Division of Hertfordshire. His partner, Mr. Charles Elton 
Longmore, is town clerk of Hertford and clerk to the borough and 
county magistrates. 


Mr. Cuartes Osporne Bramston Gepp, solicitor, of Chelmsford, has 
been appointed Clerk and Receiver to the Charterhouse Estates in the 
County of Essex, in succession to his father, the late Mr. Thomas Morgan 
Gepp. Mr. Gepp was admitted a solicitor in 1864. He is under-sheriff 
for the county of Essex, and registrar (jointly with his brother, Mr. 
Walter Payne Gepp) of the archdeaconry of St. Albans. 


Mr. Atrrep Krprive Common, of 22, Henrietta-street, Covent Garden, 
W.C., and 82, George-street, Portman-square, W., has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Mr. Common was admitted a solicitor in 1876. 


Mr. Tuomas CuatLen GREENFIELD, solicitor (of the firm of Lindsay, Mason, 
Greenfield, & Mason), of 84, Basinghall-street, E.C., has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Russert Sewert Danrex1, solicitor, of Ipswich, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Tendring Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, School 
Attendance Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, in succession to 
Mr. David Mustard, resigned. Mr. Daniell is the son of Mr. Woodruffe 
Daniell, solicitor, of Ipswich. He was born in 1845, and he was admitted a 
solicitor in 1857. 


Mr. Henny Tuomas Wrenrorpstey, Chief Justice of Fiji, has received 
the honour of Knighthood. Sir H. Wrenfordsley was educated at Trinity 
College, Dublin, and he was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Easter Term, 1863. He formerly practised on the Norfolk Circuit, and in 
1877 he was appointed a puisne judge for the colony of Mauritius. He 
was Procureur and Advocate-General for that colony from 1878 till 1880, 
when he was appointed Chief Justice of Western Australia, and in Decem- 
ber, 1882, he became Chief Justice of Fiji. 

Mr. Joun Epmunp Wentwortn Appison, Q.C., has been elected a 
Bencher of the Inner Temple. 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 
Arszet Besant, Joszru Porrer, and Atrnep Wi18 (Besant, Porter, & 









Wills), solicitors, 12, Union-street,-Portsea. The business will hene, 
be carried on by the said Albert Besant and Alfred Wills on their gp, 
account. May 25. m 

Ricuarp Horn, Artuur Frepertck Horn, and Henry Murray (Homs 
& Murray), solicitors, 2, Berkeley-street, Piccadilly. May 30. 

Josgru Sroxes and Cuartzs Roprnson (Stokes & Robinson), solicitors, 
35, Queen Victoria-street, London. April 14. 

Grinert Howarp TErrett and THomas Harrison (Terrell & Harrison), 
solicitors, 84, Lombard-street, London. Dec. 31. The said Gilbert 
Howard Terrell for the future’ will carry on the business on hig 
account. [ Gazette, June 1] 


Joun Trevor and James Trevor (John & James Trevor), solicitors, 
Bridgwater and Nether Stowey, Somerset. May 31. [Gazette, June 5.) 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
May 31.—Royal Assent. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the following Bills:— 
Customs and Inland Revenue; Isle of Man Harbours; Glebe Loa 
(Ireland) Acts Amendment; Oyster and Mussel Fisheries Orders Con. 
firmation; Preston Park; Aberdeen County and Burgh Roads; British 
Fisheries Society ; St. Saviour’s (Southwark) Church Rate Abolition; 
Price’s' Patent Candle Company (Limited) ; South-Eastern Railway; 
Caledonian and Callender and Oban Railway ; Swindon and Cheltenham 
Extension Railway; St. Peter’s (Clifton, Bristol) Church; Tel 
Construction and Maintenance Company (Limited); Leatherhead and 
District Waterworks. 

Bills Read a Second Time. 

Private Biits.—North London Railway; Ribble Navigation; Preston 
Dock and Borough Extension ; Midland Railway ; Seafield Dock and 
Railway ; Nottingham Corporation ; London and North-Western Railway 
(Additional Powers). 

Poor Law Conferences. 

Bill Read a Third Time. 

Local Government Provisional Orders. 


New Bill. 
Bill for the better protection of young girls. 


June 1.—Bills Read a Second Time, 
Private Brits.—London and North-Western Railway (New Railways 
Workington Local Board Water ; Laws’ Patent. 


Bills in Committee. 


ment. 
Bill Read a Third Time. 
Private Brtz.—Drypool Parish Burial Ground. 


June 4.—Bills Read a Second Time. 

Private Brius.—Guinness’ Estate; Wrexham, Mold, and Oonnah's 
Quay Railway (Hawarden Loop Line); Wrexham, Mold, and Connah's 
Quay Railway (Capital Arrangements) ; Great Eastern Railway (General 
Powers) ; Thames Navigation. ‘ 

Bills Read a Third Time, 

Private Brirs.—Ennerdale Railway ; Swansea Harbour; Lambeth 

Water ; Kingston-upon-Hull Docks. 


June 5.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Private Briu.—Cleator and Workington Junction Railway. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 


PRIVATE eg pel iy Street Improvements Act (1877) Amend- 
ment; North London Railway. 
New Bilis. 


Bills to amend the law respecting the recovery of stolen goods, and to 
amend the Pawnbrokers Act of 1872 (The Lorp Cuance.tor). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
May 31.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Private Birit.—Fish Exchange (Blackfriars 
Bills in Committee. 
Lord Alcester’s Annuity; Lord Wolseley’s Annuity, 
Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Br1s.—Banb and Cheltenham Direct Railway; Hull, 
Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Docks (Various Powers); 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway ; Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln- 
shire Railway ; North-Eastern Railway (General), 

Lands Clauses (Umpire). 

June 1,—Bill Read a Third Time. 

Private Brt.—Portsmouth Corporation. 


June 4.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Private Brrt.—Plymouth and Dartmoor Railway. 
Corrupt Practices; Corn Sales. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 


oo) aaa aca ape ca cad Wigan and District (8 
ers). 


Poor Law Conferences; Naval Discipline and Enlistment Acts Amend. 


Private Br1s.—Exeter Canal; Metropolitan Board of Works oe 
up 


Es 
es 
ond 
= 
3 


‘g EEE enaeek 


See =a) pEES Pe? # 2FEz ge 


pete ooe = 










Nays 


d to 


all, 
3) 
In 
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adi 











4o amend the law 
Acts (Mr. H. Fowuer). 


sh allway, &e.). 


a 





New Bill. 
appeals from assesernents under the 


June 5.—Bill Read a Third Time, 
urs Brit.—London and South-Western Railway (Bournemouth 


June 6.—Bills Read a Second Tiame, 


Briis.—Brighton Corporation Water ; 
es: ; Deaf and Dumb Poor Asylum ; Gatesh ead and District Tram- 


Coventry and District 








Date. oo V. 0. Bacon. pate 
Monday; ececcesece ll Mr. Merivale Mr, Pemberton Ne. Lavie 
BM coc scnsens 12 K Ward Carrington 
Peinesday ». ecevessccce — —_— 
foareda arrington 
engage Pemberton Lavie 
jay. Ward i 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Mr. Clowes Mr Cane 
eocccccere » Viowes » Lobb 
Kmisy, June Kos ° 
Wednesday . Suave Ohty 
Thoreday eecces 08 ackson 
Me wecaspacne Clowes Cobby 
s.......0: secene 16 Teesdale Koe Jackson 





TRINITY SITTINGS, 1883. 


ge OF APPEAL. 
Court, 


Tl. 
locutory appeals from the 
» Aon a. ina =) Protese, Divorce, and 
ily Titisions (Probate and Di- 
e London Bankruptcy Court, 
i. County Palatine and Stannaries 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
~ gad 
4 . from the general list. 
tay uly 2 Apps ge 
* A mots, ex pte—o rgl. 
ps are apps from ords, 
Wels .... 44 made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list)ani also apps from 
general list if —_— 
Bkey. ap als> apps 
Tamday .. 5 { frou, general list if required 


eeeene 6 

cu 8 Apps from the general list. 

-—" App. motne, ex pte—orgl. 
mots—and ap) dees ordrs 

Weines ....11 ¢ made onintarlocurory mots 
(sep list) & also apps. from 
general mas if = a 
Bkcy apps & #lso apps from 

Thursday ..12 | eenoral list if required, 

a e018 

Monday... me Apps from the general list. 


Then, 00017 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANOR ON 














App. motns, ex pte—orgnl. 
mois,—and apps. from ords 
Weines ....18 { made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list) and also apps, from 
ay list if we — 
apos. and also aprs. 
_" oo19 ib trem general tist if min se} 
000020 
ey. as ‘i Apps. from the general list, 
a App. motne, ex po~tel. | 
mots—and apps. from ords 
Wodnes ....25 / made on interlocutory mots 
jeeverse list), & »lso apps. 
seat Neha ay | if oe 
Thureda’ Ban apps. also apps. 
+26 { from qucersi list, if required 


fa tam from the general list 
App. motns, ex pte—oral. 
Wednes,Aug.1 2 made on on nero oon 
po age pone hee it re required 


Tanvoay .» 2 {front geneal lat if required 


mots—and apps. from ords, 
Wednesday... 8< made on interlocutory mots 
(separate list) - also apps 
from gen. list if required, 
Appeal Oourt, I. 

Final and interlocutory appeala from the 
Queen’s Bench Division, and from the 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divi- 
sion (Admiralt iy). 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
ame ® 39) 


M al Fuiy2 2 a from the general list. 
Tuesday.... 3 
App. mots. ex pte.—orgl. 
mots.—and apps. from ords 
Wed, .oocee 4¢ made i interlocutory mots 
& apps. from general 
list if required 
Thursday .. 5 
Friday .... 6 
Saturday .. 7 > Apps. from the general list, 
Monday .... 9 
Tuesday....10 
App. mots. ex ) oa setpen. 
mots—and apps. from —< 
pes to pag corps. _ 
and e!so apps. from genera 
list if required, 


Wed .....-1l 


Thurady ..12 
Friday ....13 
Saturday ..1 
Monday, ..16 
Tuesday....17 


Apps from the general list. 


App. mots. ex pte—orgl 
mots,—and apps, from ords 
made on interlocutory mots 
and also apps ‘rom general 
list if required, 


Wednday ..18 


- 
——Ss ooeoo oY 


Thorsday ...19 
Friday....+.20 
Saturday ..21 
Monday....23 
Tuesday....24 
App. motas, ex pte—orgl. 
mots,—and apps, from ords 
made on interl cutory mots 
and also app:. from general 
list if required, 
Thursday ..26 
Friday ....27 
Saturday ..28 
a St 
Tueaday....31 


Apps. from the general list, 


Wednesday, 25 


Apps. from the general list. 


{imen motns ex pte—orgnl, 
motns—and apps, from ords 
1 le on in sontory mots 
po pee general 
(ise cit required, 


Friday soos 8 


Wed. Aug... 


App. motns, ex pte—orgnl 
mote,—and anos, from ords 
Wednesday. 8~ made on interlocutory mots 
and also apos. from general 
list if required, 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Chancery Court, I. 

V.C. Sin JAMES BACON. 
Friday,June29..Motns, adj. sums & gen. pa. 
Saturday ...30..Pets., sht causes, & gen. pa. 

Mond., July a Bankruptcy. 

Tuesday. eee 
Wednsdy ".. if General paper. 

Thursday .. 
Friday .... 6..Motns. adj. sums. & gen pa, 
Satrdy...... 7..Pets, sht. causes & gen. pa. 
Monday ...- 9..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday.... 
Wednesday, 11}. Genera paper. 


Thursday ..12 

Friday ....13..Motas, adj. sum. & gen, pa. 
Saturday ..14..Pets., sht. caus.& gen. ps. 
| run = age .In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....17 

Wednesda y.18 > General paper, 

Thurs, ....19 


Friday ....20.,Mots. adj. sumns, & gen, pa. 
Saturday ..21..Pets. snt. causes, & gen. pa, 
Monday ..23..In Bankruptcy 


24 

.- 25 >General paper. 
Thursday .. 26 
Friday... "27 ..Mots. adj. sums. & gen. pa. 
Sat., .......28..Petns., sht. caus. & gen pa. 
Monday....30. -In Bankruptcy. 


Remaining Motions, Re- 
maining Petitions, and 
Adjourned Summonses. 


part of the a paper in priority to 
original causes which have not already 
ap in the paper. 

y cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause, must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
can be put in the paper to beso heard, and 
the necessary papers must be left in court 
with the judge’s officer the day before the 
cause is to be put into the paper. 


Chancery Court, IV. 
Mr. Justice KAY. 
Friday,June ene adj sums, & gon. pa. 


Sauwdy . «Snot. caus, & adj sums, 
Mond.  Saiy'2 

Tues, eoee.s 7 General paper. 
Wednesday... 


Thursday .. 52.Motns. & gen. pa. 

Friday, June 6..Pets., adj sums,, & gen. pa. 
Satray, .... 7. isht. caus. , & adj. samas, 
Monday.... 

Tuesday.. “10| General paper 

Wednesday 11 

Thursday ..12..Mots, & gen. pa. 

Friday. .....13..Pets., adj sums,, & gen. pa. 
Saturday --14,.Sht. caus., & adj sums, 
Monday....16 

Tuesday ....17 > General paper. 

Wednesday 14 

Thursday ..19..Mtns. & gen. pa, 

Friday ....20..Petns, adj sums,& gen. pa, 
Saturday ..21..Short caus, & ad. sums, 
Monday....23 

we watt General paper 

Thursday ..26.. Mots. & gen. pa. 

Friday ....27..Petus, adj sums, & gen. pa, 
Satrdy, . ek caus., @& adj, sums, 


Monday....30 
Fe aoe basen 

ednes, Aug.1 | Romaining Petitions, Re- 
ie... ; maining Motions, Adid. 
Saturday .. 4} om Gent. 


Tuesaay.... 7 
Wednesday 8 
Causes in which witnesses are to be exam- 
ined will be taken on Tuesdays and 
Wednesdays ; and causes without wit- 
nesses will be taken on Mondays, 
Thursdays, and Fridays; further con- 
siderations will be taken on Mondays. 
cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
Se in the paper to be so 


si 


heard, and the apers must be 
left in court with the judge’s officer the 
day before the cause is to be put into the 
paper. 


Chancery Court, III. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Friday, June29..Motns. & gen pa, 
Batday ....30 j Pets, sht. caus, pa). sumns 


‘ur cons., dems., & non- 





Seaseg je thao from the general list, 
Taren, eeee 





Tuesday o» 7 


Procedure), and gen. pa. 
Mond July 2{ 23 


Tuesday.... 3 

boned oo «| oneal pape. 
ursday .. 

Friday .... 6. .Motns, & gen. pa. 

Saturday .. 7 { Pets, eht, caus adj., samns. 


and 
Monday ....9 Fur. com, dems. © 208 


—— eee] 
ednaday..1! > General paper 
Thursd ....12 
Friday ....13.. Mots. rege ag 

Pets., sht. caus., adj. sums 
Bat. -eoe..14  pestonend ana 
Monday....16 be ape nny doms., 
Tuesday ..17) 
on me, General paper, 
Thursd ....1 


ane SOE Browns 


Wednesday rs} General paper 
pe ag 2226 

Friday coool --tieiann cnt om. Be i 
Saturdy,.<..28 { (erosea are), & gen. pa. 
Monday 4 


necessary pape 
with the judge's officer the day before the 
cause is to be put in the paper. 
Lord Chancellor’s Court. 
Mr, Justice PEARSON. 
Friday,June29 ~~. caus, pets. adj. sumaos., 


n pa. 
Saturday et pare sums, & gen, pa. 


Mond., July 2 

Tuesday... - 3 > General paper. 
Wednesday 4 

Thursday.. 5.,.Motos, adj. sum. & gen. pa. 


Friday, June 6 yous caus., ptns. adj.samus. 


. pa. 
Saturday .. 7..AGj. sums & gem. pa. 
Monday .... 9 
Tuesday. 2710} Genera paper. 
Wednesday 11 
Thursday ..12..Motns. adj. sum. & gen. pa 
Friday ....13{ § EL 2 


Saturday ..14..Adj. sams. & gon. pa. 
Monday once 
jenn 


Thursday .,19..Mots, adj, samas & gen. pa. 
Friday ....20 Sy caus., pets., adj, sums. 


gen, pa. 
Savurday ..21...Adj. sums. & gen. pa. 
Mond ... are 
General paper. 


ee 
"3s 
.26..,Motns. adj. sams. & gen.pa. 


Wed, ..c00- 
Thureday . 

> caus, pets. adj. sumus. 
pa. 


Friday ....27 


Sat... cccce: 98.¢aah sums. & gen. pa. 
Monday ....30) 





Tuesday....31 

Wed,, Aug. | 

Tharsday .. 2| Remaining Motions, Re- 

Friday .... 3} maining 

Saturday .. 4; Summonses, & Gen, Pa. 

Monday.... s| 

Tuesday 7 

Wednsday.. 8) 

Causes in which witnesses are to be 
examined before the will be 
taken on Mondays, and 
Wed ; and causes without wit- 


and fi 
be taken on Thursdays, Fridays, 


Saturdays. 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
peso Wynn) ay in the paper to - oe 

eard, ani e necessary papers 
be left in court with the j Ps officer 
the day before the cause is to be put into 
the paper. 
Chancery Court, IT. 
Ma. Justice NORTH. 


Friday, June? | General Paper. 


wood Su 3 : 


wednesday. 4 
Thurs. ...., 57 General aps 





Friday...... 6 
Saturday .. 7 


. 





ew 
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Tueeay «213 
Wed.,. «00.25 
Thursday ..26 
Friday ....27 
Saturdsy ..28 
Monday....30 
Tuesoay ..31 
Wed,, Aug. ! 
Thursday... 2 
Friday, .... 3 
Saturday .. 4 
Monday .... 


Wednesday 8 


Général paper. 


General paper. 





i} General paper. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomt Stock a 


, me IN CHAN 
a. &ND Comp LmTEp. yes Nair “9 an order dated May 7 
ap Behn Geon Litton, 69, Princess st, AK to be official etal Hiqui: 

dator. Creditors are uired, on or before June 30, to send their names 
of their debts or claims, to the above. Wednes- 


addresses, and the 
day, July 11 at 12, is oem for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


LoxpoN WHARFING AND WAREHOUSING Company, LIMITED. ngs ae for wind- 
May 30, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on June 9. 
‘ord and Co, , st, Strand, solicitors for the petitioners 
[ Gazette, June 1.] 


CocKERMOUTH CTIONEERING AND Estate AGENCY CoMPANY, LiTED.— 
Petition that ihe voluntary ros up of the above company be continued, 
June 4, to be heard before Pearson, J., on June 15. 
pas and Co, Gt WincheSter st, solicitors for the petitioner 
MPANY, LIMITED. "Chitty, J., has, by an order dated April 26, 
, 8, Old Jewry, to be official liquidator, Creditors 
ere retired, on, are, July 5, to send their names and sses, and the 
iris os aay seve or claims, to the above. July 12 at 12is appointed 
hearing an udicating on the debts and claims 

, LimiTep.—Petition for winding u up, Presented, Ma: 

fore Kay, J., on June 15. Sydney, enhall st, so or 


ae, Teme. .—By an order inate Dy, Eonreon, J., dated 
e voluntary winding up e above com 
India avenue, Leadenhall st, solicitor for the 


| Gazette, June 5). 
IN CHANCERY. 


UNLIMITED 

LowEstTort EquiraBLE FisHinec Smack Mutvuat INSURANCE ASSOCIATION.—Peti- 
tion ror winding up, presented May 31, directed to be heard before Webai,, V.C 
on June 9, Lowless and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner 
Norwicn Ex ErvrraBie Frere Assurance Company.—Petition for winding w 
30, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Sa’ y; 
Boxall ‘ion xall, Chancery lane, solicitors for the petitioner 
(Gazette, June 1.] 


bead. ay? the Pollen 

May "95, it rdered that 
a 0 

be continued. Beck, East 


petitioner 


» pre- 
une 9. 


CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
IN CHANCERY. 
Bawxs Muu Corron Company, Liwitep.—By am order made by the V.C., dated 
ke > =. it was ordered that the company be wound up. Shippey and Field, 
ester, agents for Sykes, Bacup, solicitor for the a 
(Gazette, June 5.] 
Frrenpiy Soctetres Drssoivep. 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY, Bi Blaze Inn, pesten-cn Dae Leicester. May 
Prive or Eneianp Lopas, Bristol Loyal Benevolent Order of Oda Ristors’ 
Society, Hope and dnchor, Jacob’s Wells, Bristol. May 28 
(Gazette, June 1.] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY: 
LAST DAY OF PROOFP., 
a THOMAS, Brighouse, York, Dyer. July 7. Burgess v Bottomley, Bacon, 
FauLper, 


ate Rouner, Browfoot, Cumberland, Brewer. July 10. Turner vy Keenli- 


Bore: 


Frerp, cage ial eowick Southampton, Esq. July7. Field v Field, 
Kay, J. Rawlins, Ly gton 
PO Midgien JOSEPH, 8, Publican. July 6. Fieldhouse v Fieldhouse, Bacon, 
WHEATLEY a ag . Esher, Surrey, Lientenant-Colonel. July 2. 
Knox v Lewis, inane, © eaux, Goldsmiths’ Hall 
(Gazette, June 1.) 
= $ a ong Poe one , Aireville, York, Esq. July 3. Phipps v Birkbeck, Chitty, 
Cavttzy, Wit114m THomson, Lichfield, Stafford, Captain South Staffordshire 
peatesent. July 12. Cantley v Cautley, Kay, J. nbury and Co, New 
Feanxiin, Wi111AmM, Great Dunmow, Essex, Carpenter. July 3. Randall 
F Chitty, J. Wade, ieee te os Danson . E 
Movpray, Epwanrp. eee = 3 Ba; ter, Major-General. 
Soneka soaaen, 0 Blaguon Wak vob mas, Poanon ra, York. duly 3. Tamer +8 
’ or uly 5. ery cer, 
Chitty, J. Killick, wrt 
{ Gazette, June 5.1 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Bepeuse, Mase, Grange rd, Clapham, Gent. June 28, Watson, Southampton 

Benes, ew & ARD, ry Monta Great Grins Fishing Vessel 
wom pl ’ Grea 

cant iat, eee, Dont ga June %. Brockbank 


4 Wasnt Shefford, Beds, Grocer. July 1, Hawkins and Co, Hitchin 





Launceston, Cornwall, Esq. June 24. Pattison and 
CLEARY, BRIDGET, West Derby, Lancaster. Site 4. Lyfith ana Te 


pool 
Coox, Exara, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, June 3, PO, Oa Brentford 
Drogizs, Rosent, East Leamington, Warwick, Esq. June 30. Sauné 
man 
DEAWSEIDOS, Asie SaRraH, Hartlip, Kent. June 20. Drawbridge 
tree, Scar 
DRAWBRIDGE, KITTY Exizaseri, Hartlip, Kent, Jute %. Drabridge ang 


tree, rough i 
Dra’ porous Hartlip, Kent, Esq. June 90. Drawbridge a % 


tree, 
ARAH, Hornsey st, Holloway. June 25. Russell. Colenniial 
GoRDON, Weise a GALLowAyY, Pembri pl, Bayswater. June 30, 


hurch lan nck 
Guzzwstt, JOHN HIN, sen., Clee, Linosln, Retired Fishing Vessel Owner, hy 
Stephenson and Moun’ et, Cork, et ‘ 


homey 
HaM1in, GEORGE, Th 
on Badtorl 80. Faly 6. “sig, finale 


HARVEY. a So Sout aessoa Ls Taly 3.8 

HENRY, Y Rathgar, ean King William 

Lawanon, JOHN CHURCHILL, Chard, Romerset, Esq. larke ant 
Marra, Pi Hants. June a 


CKLEY, RoBERT, Pontefract, York, Gent. se fo an Arundel, Ponteleail 
Nugwici, Henny, Howley pl, Maida Hill West. June 0. Saunders and 


eman 
OWEN, Epwarp, Newtown, Mon ery. some 15. in, Banoury Newtown _ 
PEARCE, SELINA, Bloxham, Oxtonl, dane a, Bank ury . 
Witruam, Tranch, Nowfoil, ma 5, saith a and Co, Na 
oy al Chevalier BLADEN, Kenningto: Phillips, Niche 
SEARLE, WILLIAM, Cornwall, Ji 
SIDDALL, Mary, Wavertree, ar Pa Lynch and Teeb a 
STANDLY, GEORGE, Offord rd , Barnsbury, Bookkeeper. July 8. P 
Hartley, Liverpool ee 
STREVENS, GEORGE, Margate, Kent, E Marga . 
Surron, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Exeter, Devon, Gent. July 23. ‘Waller, C 
i) 
— > peace Resecca, Southampton. June 25. Baker and Co, 
inn fie 
TREACHER, HENRY, St Leonards on Sea, Sussex, Esq. June 30. Paterson 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ma WILLIAM ASHBURNHAM, Tonbridge, Kent, Esq. July 2. Stent 


wane HENRY WIt11AM, Ford st, Old Ford, Dealer in Coals. June 28, 
Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 
Wynpuam, Horace Rosert, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Gent. July 2, 
and Musgrave, Cockermouth in 
(Gazette, May: 








June 28, Isaacson, 


Bourn, RoBeEkt, Dilworth, Lancester, Yeoman. July1. Ascroft, Preston 
er a ec Latchford. Chester, Wire Drawer. July 23, Ashton 


WILLIAM, Btoke upon Trent, Stafford, Fartier. June 14. 


J Oe penibester, Gout Gent. dt He sh pel, Pontstract 


ewcastle upon Tyne. July 2. Tatton, Lowér Phillim 


Southampton, Labourer, For,  aitove: 
Farmer. June23. = a yee 
July 2. Stor 


Tees 
Inte, GrorGE Francis, Liverpool, Mer¢hant. June 22. Yates ond Col 


pool 

JEPSON, JOHN, Over ig tn Lancaster, Bookkeeper, July 1. Costeker, D : 

. Sasha, wisham, Kent. June 16. Hargrove and Co, Victor 
estmins' 


a ee be Driver, Bristol, Lodging House Keeper. June 12, Fu 
0, Bristol rue 
G, Henry, Tonbridge, Kent, Timber Merchant. July 2. Stenning, 


tt . duly 2. Stenning, Tonbri 
oln, Merchant. Sept Dap and ¢ 


Barton 
Mrrson, Bf "Asc, ee md St, une o Jane eee Sat 
NaIisH, WILLIAM, Wilton, W York. oane 
PARKE p ELA RRER, . gg oF 


ibs cfrians 
Rem, Ricuarp Tu ane iackion Ma st, 5 eee at Ia 

June 25. Maples.an Co, k's pl, Old Jewry Ee 
ScHREIBER, AMELIA SUSANNAH, enhurst, a June 22. Hallett and 


Ashford 
SLEE, MaTriew, Newcastle-upon Tyne, Fruiterer, July 9. Rhage, N 


upon Tyne , 
Suirn, Emiry mA, Charlwood st, Pimlico. July 14. Arnold, Tow 
a cae Ga Sout! woe ni 

MITH, SAMUEL, Bingley, Y: =, Grocer, # son, Ki 
SNOOKE, WILLIAM, Duke st, Taidon ridge, wy fe dpenee. J pany 1. Vitlod g 


Winch, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Or, Av Dorority ANNE, Plymouth, Devon. July 1. Western, E 


a 

Stussps, HENSHAW, Liverpool, Gent._ June 24. Cusker, Liverp 

es, = + vague Hu dersfield, York, Chemist. June on eaveodll 
uddersfield 

TOMPSETT, JAMES, East Peckham, Kent, a cals 2. fee ‘Tonge 

WASLEY, CHARLOTTE, Gloucester, June 30. and Coren, & ¥ 

WATKINS, LEONARD, Birmin ng ham, Coach alae July 14, Pointon, Birmingm® 

ork, Be Peach, Har 


WATEON, Gann, Pannal, ¥ ee ae Vicgiaer, 
le 
Queen's County, f ag pm une ‘o ck’s pl, Old 


Wits0n, Ji etown, Lisd 
(Gazette, May i} 


ELLs, 
Kensington 
FENNELL, CHARLES, Andover. 
FEWSTER, JOHN, Malton, York, 
HUTCHINSON, JOSEPH, Norton, Durham, Butcher. 


bri 
LARKING, JANE, Piet invs 
Lorp, ae a 


aples and Co, 








RECENT SALES, 


At the Stock and Share Auction and Advance cinders (Limited ed) sally 
held at their sale-room, Crown-court, Old Brdad-street, E.C., on the} 
inst., the following were among the prices obtained : Grosvenor 
Library, £1 17s. © Army and Na Hotel, £3 5s.; National § 

Trust £1 shares, 203.; Isle of ae 4 Ys 6d. ; ort-hot 
13s.; Junior Army aiid Navy Stores, 12s.; Ruby and Dunderbér 
and other miscellaneous sectifities fetched fair prices, 





j £883. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 


ed that the Court of Criminal Appeal Bill, which on Thursday 

ed through the Grand Cummittée on Law, will not be reported 

louse of Commons for some little time, until it is seen what pro- 
made with the Criminal Code Bill. 

gnibarrassed young lawyer, with his first case, says the Albany Law 

before a Washington judge the other day with his 

: under his arm, ané¢, in his agitation, kept his hat on. He began 

i ret ry when the judge kindly said, ‘‘Hadn’t you better raise your 

¥ ad 

nthe 31st ult., in the House of Commons, Mr. Whitley asked the 

mey-Genera: whether the new rules and orders under the Judicature 

ids would be laid upon the table of the House before the prorogation of 

ogiament. The Attorney-General said that the rules had been pre- 

and he h they would be laid on the table of the House during 


Hy Dex! few w ° 
is stated that. the hearing of actions entered for trial in the 
don list will be commenced at the Royal Courts of Justice ot Monday 
‘The list consists of 235 causes, of which over Bred are marked for 
geal juries and about a dozen are set down to be tried without juries. 
jsepected that five or six courts will be formed to hear these cases, and 
gut « fortnight will be devoted by the tees for the purpose. 
yezemain at papeent undisposed of in the Middlesex list ninety-five 
y and 329 common jury cases, besides 102 actions to be tried 


ot 
Fa 


‘gel 10 


juries. 








ae SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 
ime i—Messrs. HumBert & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Shares, &c. (see 
4 ment, June 2, p. 4). 
;-Messrs. Moss & JAMESON, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estate (see 
isement, June 2, p. 4). sf 
Messrs. CHINNOCK, GALSWORTHY, & CHINNOCK, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
old, Ground Rent, and Leasehold Property (see advertisement, this week, 


f “tt coef ei . Co., at the Mart, at 2p.m., Frechold Property (see 
isement, June 2, p. 4). 

1 Mr, HEDGER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see advertise- 

ment, June 2, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH. 
—June 4, at 14, St. Ge ’s-road, Kilburn, the wife of John 
og ag pe oe bongo . roa urn, the wife of John Henry Reade, 
MARRIAGE. 


r ROVE.—June 2, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, John C. Porter, 
, 88, Old Jewry, E.C., to er Mary, daughter of A. W. Sadgrove. 
Bass Ss. 


“ 


.—May 5, at Cape Coast, Frederick Bridgman, of the Inner Temple, 
's Advocate, and Acting Chief Justice of the Gold Coast, aged 45. 
—May 28, Alfred William Foster, barrister-at-law, of 33, Maddox street, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
Hiskrepts 


iptcy » 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
i Specaa, Saltoun-road, Brixton, Auctioneer. Pet May 28. Brougham. 
iam, Charles, Little Stanhope st, Mayfair, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 30. 
gham. June 12 at 11.30 
and Ebenezer Bates, Upper Baker st, Auctioneers. Pet May 30. 
. June 12 at 12 

8; Jabez, Old rd, Rotheshithe, Carrier. Pet May 30. Brougham. June 


To Surrender in the Country. 
a, J ames, Oswestry, Salop, Innkeeper. Pet May 24. Preston. Wrexham, 


h pes Femnson, Manchester, Merchant. Pet May 28. Lister. Man- 
June 18 a 
; ames, Hanley, Stafford, Draper. Pet May 30. Tennant. Hanley, June 


bs, Josiah, and Stephen Jenkins, Pontardulais, Carmarthen, Tin Plate 
aiufacturers. ay 28. Jones. Swansea, June 13 at 12 
ohn, ace Walsall, Stafford, Beer Retailer. Pet May 28. Clarke. 
une 13 @ 
Solomon, Leicester, Cigar Merchant. Pet May 30. Moore. Leicester, 


at 12 
Edward J smaee, Pemmbeidge, Hereford, Butcher. Pet May 29. Robin- 
p instel une a 
nds, Peter, Ashton under Lyne, Ironfounder. Hearing May 30. Hall. 
enter Lyne, June 14 at 11 
+ om Walsall, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet May 28. Clarke. Walsall, 


Latchmere rd, Battersea, Dealer in Building Materials. Pet 
hby. Wandsworth, June 15 at 11 
erryweather, Stockton on Tees, Wholesale Stationer. Pet 
Stockton on Tees, June 15 at 11 
TuEsDAY, June 5, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward nae patel of debts to the Registrar. 
Potter, To Surrender in London. 
“yet Henry, Haverstock hill, Wine Merchant. Pet May 31. Hazlitt. Juno 


b ) James, Wilton rd, Dalston. Pet Junei. Pepys. June 20 at 12 
‘o Surrender in the Country. 
anufacturer, Pet May 31, Wake, Sheffield, 





Mati 


Brooderi, Henry, Birmingham, Tobdcconist. Pet Jitie1: Parry. Bifmiinghaih . 
une oA — 0 iasic i 4 - a M 
ne Hh ag 21 ha ” Be ~ y. 

, June 21 ai ‘ : : 
Darlow, jun, Sheffield, Finaticial Agent’s Manager: Pet June 2. Wake. 
Sheffield, June 20 at 1 ‘s 
Hastings, Ellen, Derby,.Grocer. Pet May 10. Weller. Deity: Tune 19 at 12 
‘William, Lexden, Essex, out of business. Pet 31. Goody. Col- 
late Laake tanseieh Tyne, Cattlé Salesman. Pet June%. Daggett 
, Newcastle e : k 
Newcastle upon Tyne, J ihe 35 at il J 
Hughes. Thomas, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Joitier. Pet May 30. Jones. Bangor, 
une 9.2 
Jeffery, Robert, Lymington, Southampton, Gunsmith. Pet May 31. Daw, jun. 
Southampton. June 18 at 12 
Ce; j High Easter, Essex, Poulterer. Pét May 29. Duffield. Chelms- 
ford, June 16 at 10.30 


ST John, Bolton, Travelling Draper. Pet May 31. Holden. Bolton, June 
at 11 . 
Spooner, Martha Elizabeth, Ascot, Hotel Proprietor. Pet May 24. Bell. King- 
ston, June 18 at 4 
Stevens, Robert Andrew. Winter Hill, nr Maidenhead, Farmer. Pet June 2. 
arvil, jun. Windsor, June 30 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES AEULLED: 
Goint rd, G Egremont, C alae gi onger. May 2% 
0 eorge, ont, Uum . 
b parg James Bennetts, and E on Williens, St Agnes. Cornwall, Grocers. 
28 
“ed TurEspayY, June 5, 1 


$83. 
Harris, Nathan, Kennington rd, Wholesale Jeweller. May 30 
Patchett, John, Bradford, York, Cabinet Maker. June 1 


Liquidations by A 


FIRST MEETINi OF CREDITORS. 
Frimay, June 1, 1883, 
Abbott, Robert, Southwark st, Southwark, Traveller. June 22 at 3 at office of 
Munns and Longden, Old Jewry 
Adamson, George, William James Adamson, and Frank Adamson, Putney, 
Surrey, Buliders. June 19 at 2 at Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. 
Dixon and Co, Bedford row 
Allen, Frederick William, Crewe, Licensed Victualler. June 14 at 11 at office of 
Hill, Market st, Crewe 
Andrews, George, Maindee, Monmouth, Shoe Dealer. June 13 at 11 at office of 
Gardner. Newport 
Aspinall, William, Manchester, Tailor. June 15 at3 at office of Addleshaw and 
Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Bingley, James, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturers. June 12 at 3 at office of Dalton, 
Albion st, Leeds 
Blackwell, Edward, Hastings, Baker. June 14 at 12 at office of Chalinder, Cam- 
bridge rd, Hastings 
Booth, John, Talk-o’-th’-Hill, Stafford, Grocer. June 13 at 11 at office of Mayer, 
Waterloo rd, Burslem : 
Brett. a Trowbridge, Hairdresser. June 14 at 12 at office of Rodway, Fore 
st, Trowbridge 
Bridgman, William Henry Perkins, Plymouth, Lodging house keeper. June 12 at 
12 at office of Wymond, Union st, Plymouth 
— J — + sitar Bristol, Draper. June 18 at 11 at office of Ward, Albion 
chbrs, Bristo 
Brooke, Alfred, Wakefield, York, Draper. June 18 at 12 at office of Rooke and 
=Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, 
Brooke, Charles, Dewsbury, York, Dyer. June 14 at 10.30 at office of Ridgway 
and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 
Burnham, Alexander Walter, Beccles, Suffolk, Outfitter. June 14 at 3 at office of 
Angell, Blyburgate st, Beccles 
Buxton, Joseph, Sheffield, York, Coal Merchant. June 14 at 11 at office of Bennett, 
Rutland chbrs, Meetinghouse lane, Sheffield 
Byrne, John, Barnard Castle, Durham, Tailor. June 12 at3 at office of Robin- 
son, Chancery lane, Darlington 
Cam, Alan William. King st, Cheapside, Solicitor. June 11 at 2 at office of Rab- 
bidge, Poultry. Needham, New inn, Stran 
Chapple, William, Knackers Knowle, Devon, out of business. June 13 at 12 at 
office of Wymond, Union st, Plymow 
Christmas, Robert, Brighton, Sussex, Publican. June 13 at3 at office of Nye, 
North st, Brighton 
Clarke, Charles Maurice, South st, Marylebone, Draper. June 14 at 12 at 145, 
Cheapside. Bannister, Basinghall s f 
Clarke, Mary, Wakefield, York, Theatre Proprietor. June 18 at 2 at office of 
Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, 
—,, James, a ae a ga June 20 at 11 at 90, Easton st, 
igh Wycombe, e, ycoom 
Comber, Thomas, and John Chi ory, Euston bldgs, Euston sq, Coachbuilders. 
June 15 at 3 at offices of Seale and Smith, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Corfe, a. a Draper. June 12 at 145, Cheapside (in lieu of the place 
originally name: 
Couzens, William, Westbury, Wilts, Draper. June 19 at 11 at office of Pearson, 
St Stephen’s chbrs, Baldwin st, 1 
Dale, John, Dover st, Piccadilly, house Keeper. June 21 at 3 at the 
Hall, New inn, Strand. ys and Jones, New inn 
Day, Alfred, Co mhagen § st, Islington, Pawnbroker. June 21 at 2 office of Harris, 
ishopsgate churchya: 
_—. William, Leicester, Joiner. June 14 at 3 at office of Curtis, Halford st, 
eicester 
Dower, Abraham, Ardlun, Montgomery, Blacksmith. June 13 at 12 at office of 
Clarke, High st, Welshpool 
Eames, Edward Joseph, Luton, Bedford, Draper. June 15 at 12 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st. Neve, Luton 
Eden, Henry, Warwick, Baker. June 15 at 12 at office of Sanderson, Church st, 
Warwick 
Edwards, Robert Alfred, Southampton rd, Haverstock hill, Engineer. June 19 
at 3 at office of Spencer and Co, Gt James st, Bedford row 
Farmborough, George, Middle lane, Hornsey, ‘Builder, June 22 at 3at offiée of 
Boydell, jun, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Fewtrell, William Jones, Aiton, Southampton, Tailor. June 18 at 3 at Swan 
Hotel, Alton. Downie, Alton 
Flint, Samuel, Aldersgate st, Infants’ Bibs Manufacturer. June 19 at 3 at 145, 


Cheapside. Mason, Gresham st 
— a Builder. June 15 at 3 at Cannon st 


Foulsham, Thomas, Pickering pl, Bayevater, 
Hotel, Cannon st. Ellis, Go: a, Ke 
outh, Devon, ina Merchant. June 20 at ii at 


Gater, John Wreyford, Tei; 
Craven Hotel, ven st, d, Tozer and Whidborne 


Gee, Frederick, Burton on Trent, Grocer. June 15 at it at office of Bright, 
Burton on Trent 
Westerleigh, Gloucester, out of business, June 15 at 2 at Rail- 


Gibbs, William, 
way Inn, Yate. Bush and Bush, Bristol 


Giles, William Jackson Oughton, Wellington bl Chelsea, Captain in Her 
M. ap Tocknon, Ongena al Laue sak Tekaber Conmelk oe 


esty’s Army. 
ee ackiviars na Builder. June 9 at 12 


Bond st 
Galliard, John Jame, Southampton 
at 227, Coldharbour lane, Brixton. 
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John, Tamworth am Grocer’s Assistant,. June 18 at 


‘ine ers caito 
Hal ot Vine an Rowlandson, SETS ne Se wie June 14 at 11 at 
Foresters’ ge Crown ct, Wakefield. ome 
—. Alfred, Leicester, Warehouseman. June 18 at 3 at office of Gee and Parr, 


, Leicester 

Seen item, and Joseph Pape nig <r bad Rpockorakers. June 13 at 8 at 
= of Ki Killick and Co, Commercial reial Bank bl ord 

Harvey, George, eno, § . na June r7 ug 11 at office of Sutton and 
Elliott, Fountain st, Manch: 

H nm, Cuthbert “Chapaleren. ny ork Mining Engineer. June 12 at 8 at office 

Pe yy Moorgate Wi k “ Lower my nr Hioaroems Farmer. 
0 ry) ro ickenden, Low: * 
J zane 19 my “3 seaeene Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, hall st. Rooks and 

st, Cheapside 
Howlett, ae > Renan, ont 9 of business. June 14 at 2at Guildhall Tavern, 
st. Keeble, Basing 
Hashes, nie, St and ang ne evans 6 Carmarthen, Tailors. June 11 at 3.30 at office of 
st 


Semel te rge, Elthorne rd, Upper Holloway, Oilman. June 21 at 2 at office of 
st 


‘ench 

Jeff Uharios, Laugharne, Carmarthen, Commission Agent. June 8 at 10.15, 
at office of Morris, st, Carmarthen 

ee en Coraaetyen, Goat ierenent. June 18 at 10.30 at office of White, 


King st, Ca: 

Jones, David, Ttthpmdcia Valley, Glamorgan, Greengrocer. June 14 at 12 at Rosser 
Church st, Pontypridd 

Jaques, James, Burton on Trent, Derby, Builder. June 13 at 2 at White Hart 

Hotel, High st, Burton on Trent. Drewry, Burton on Trent 
—. swe, 28 Liverpool, Tailor. June 15 at 8 at office of Lowe, Mount 
easant, Live: 
Kae Miles, Batley, ‘York, Wheelwright. June 14 at3 at office of Mitcheson, 


nion st, Heckmondwik 
aad David Rayner, Bristol, Lace Merchants. June 12 at 


Kelley, Robert Edw: 
12 at 145, Cheapside. Bris' 
r, Thomas, Hi rford, Berks, Cattle Dealer. June 14 at 11 at office of 
Belcher Market pl, Newbury 
Cullum st, Fenchurch st, Shipping and Insurance Agent. June 15 
at3 at fice of of Hibberd and Co, King’s Arms yd, Coleman st. Croft, Union 


Lewis, 
wis, W William. —- Monmouth, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. June 18 at 
12 at. me of t Parsons, High st, Bristol. Edwards, Newport 
Life, Edw: ag ‘ Lancaster, Stationer. June 11 at 3 at office of Cal- 
vert, St 5 eed “— cape yt lesworth and Rogerson, Manchester 
“a Stephen, olverham ape, ord, Pork Butcher. June 14 at 2.30 at 
ce of Dallow, Queen st, ved enum 
Mansfield, Edward, Bristol, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. June 15 at 2 at office 
of Hobbs, Clare st, Bristol 
ott, Edward Sharpe, and James Ripon Morford, Lawrence lane, Manufac- 
turers. June 11 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Phelps and Co, 


st 
Alexander, Merthyr Tydfil, mre a Deagee. June 16 at 12 at office of 
ae and Plews, Church st, Merth 
Messenger, John Fowler, Seven Sisters 


ra 4+ Sit June 19 at 2 at 58, Chancery 
lane. Cogan and Co, Chancery lane 


Miller, Edward Ernest, Edgware rd, Cricklewood, Printer. June 15 at 1 at 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Ashurst and Co, Ola J ewry 

Milsom, James, Rayleigh, Essex, Ironmonger. June 15 at 12 at office of Rooke 
and Sons, Lincoln’s inn fields. Wood and Son, Rochford 

Mains mm James, Dorset eeet ee, Dotee 


roman, De ,Carman, June 18 at 3 at office of Cooper 
co) , 
Osborn, Thomas Fairfax, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Builder. June 15 at 11 at office 
of Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 
Mitcham, peer. June 20 at 4 at office of Hanson, King st, 
iggenden, King st. Cheapside 
Queen’s rd, ttersea, Stonemason. June 11 at 4 at 62, Chan- 


lane. Marshall 
eacock, Henry Walter, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. June 13 at 2 at office of 


Bill, ng alg 
Pearson, Mar sg tee yom, Grocer. June 19 at 2.30 at Bull Hotel, Wake- 
field. Carter and d Atkinson, P ontefract 
ae , Lancaster, Boot Dealer. June 14 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, 
theteal Gave Gates, 4 ester. Whitehead, Stalybridge 
oan H eston-super-Mare, Somerset, Schoolmaster. June 14 at 8 at 
office i..§ Pay and at Old Post Office chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
noob, tente ‘ham, Blacksmi 


th. June 15 at 3 at office of Maw 
jun, tn, Mavket 1, "Bishop, uckland { 


ey, ottingham, out of business. June 12 at 3 at office of Norman, 
Middle ne pavement, Nottingham 
, Thomas Plant, Leeds, Commission Agent. June 12 at 3 at office of Bowl- 
pine. Bond 06, 1 Luton, Bedford, St Hat Manufact J 
mW Taw an urer. June 15 at 
office of Ewen = Roberts. Park st West, Luton » shila 
Richard Thomas, Birmingham, Fruiterer. June 18 at 11 at offi 
none rik, Frederic, Halifax Cloth Finisher, J t offi ein 
wo! er. June 12 at 3 at office of 
ae | Provision Deal J <ee 
% on er. June 15 at 12 at 
Plunkett iLender, St srPoni’s oh ch yd sae 
——_ gs ee, Nunney, Carpenter. June 13 at 3 at office of 
Williams yi End, Lancaster, Provision Deal: J 
er En on er. June 14 at 2 at offi 
St Meneseares emt. Pome con sh eo 
m st, Bonn jarer. June 9 at il at 
White and Co, Aldersgate st ” ae om ot 
, Biddulph, Stafford, Waggoner. June 15 at 11 at office of 
Cooper, Park st, Congleton 
a Gocewe Bolton, Nurseryman. June 14 at 3 at office of Dutton, Acres- 
e) 


Sofio, Ernest. live ool, Fruit Monteoms. June 21 a at office of Gibso 
Bolland, pean. ohn st, Liverpool. Gregory, Liv 01 . oa 
Storey: Edward rederick, Jarrow on Tyne, itter. cae 13 at 8 at office of New- 
Stumm, Elon Neckineet  (, Ey 
ermondsey, 
ort s Greshinin st ac : y. er. June 20 at 3 at office of 
0 ‘ocer. June 13 at 11 at office of Cook, Mark lane 
Taylor, John, Ossett, York, Innkeeper. June 15 at 3 at office of Carte roug) 
bidgs, Bond ot Dewsbury. yd eau esl Sei . 
co, ve m, Somerset, ae J 
James, chi, . = per. June 19 at 12 at office of 
William Topping, Spring sD, Kentish ie vy ha occupation. June 11 at 


2 at office of Stuer igang cery 
Walmes hard, un, B ‘ord, Brewer. June 15 at 3,20 at Law Institute, 
iy, There. . Greaves and Taylor, Bradford 
Walters, Dunvant, nr Swansea, Grocer. June 9 at 11 at office of Hartland 
Whitehouse, td gy . Wolverhampton, Provision Dealer. 
wit, laster er ancen a Woes June 14 at 11 at office 


pton 
t, Stafford, Grocer, Jyne 14 at 3 at © land 
ope Arms 





Normacot' 
Wate Stoke upon Trent, Salt, 


Willcox, Hi itapleton, Censonter, Builder. June 15 at 2 office 
Shannon ct en ‘orn st, B: 
Williams, John, Mold, Flint, econ, June 19 at Sat office of Harris, F 


st, Liverpool 
Willis, George William Crick, Woodford, meng, A Foreman. June 9 at9, 
of Hianson 1 King st, Ly vere Biggenden. st, Chi y 
Wilson, H Queen’s rd, der. ia ‘Sat office of FE 
e bidgs. Lead Leadenhall avenue, Gracechurch st 
Ola ac ey pea a a June 16 at 11.90 at 
r axe, 8 armouth 
William, London rd, Southwark, Picture Frame Maker, Sung 


byh vd of M bldgs, Liverpool st 
Wotton, t Moss, Broad Newton — ti, Deven, Tailor. June 14 at 3.80 at office 
Courtenay st, Newton A’ 
Yates, Thomas pears i She Barton Yates. and John Wallwor 
ton, Giass Manufacturers. June 14 at 12 at office of Boote and Edgar, 
TUESDAY, June 5, 1883. 


Anderson, Francis J oe, ld Furniture Dealer, June 21 at 3 at office 
and Stone, Full st, Der 





‘ham, B 
ow aaa "Butcher June 18 at 11.30 at Thee 


Tse, Arley, Warwick, Farmer. June 19 at 3 at office of § 
st, Nuneato 


Me es Alfred. Villa st, Walworth Corn Merchant. June i8at #y 


office of Lovering, Gresham st. Roy and Cartwri ght, Loth 
mins Kingston on Hull, Grocer. June 15 at $ at office of dho 


ull 
Balas Char! Conn Labourer. June 14 at 2 at office of Pearce, Went 


me, Frederick, ah York, Painter. June 21 at 8 at office of Hick 


Moorgate st, Rotherham 
Boult, John, atbuy, Derby, Grocer. June 13 at 12 at Bell Hotel, Sadler 
in urton on ‘Trent 
Brown, Ge een he Dereham, Norfolk, Boot Manufacturer. June 2% 
Maid’s He. Hotel, Wensum st. Norwich. Empson, North Walsham 
Brownson, George, Macclesfield, Chester, Tailor, June 14 at 3 at office of 
ee srsficld” and Co, John William st, Huddersfield. Learoyd a 
uddersfi 


ater, Grocer. June 19 at 12 at office of B 
and Sparrow, Clayton st, 


Cartwright, George Chaziee, Canton 2 rd, Routh Wimbledon, Builder. Jw 
8 at office of Evans, John st, Bedfo: rd To 
Chapman, Thomas, 
of Ranson and Nelson, West Sunniside, Sunderland 
Charlesworth, Ezra, and John Kendall, Manchester, Steel Manufacturers, 
22 at 3 at office of Addleshaw and Warb burton, Norfolk st. 7, Monchenter 
Claridge, Na June 13 Ainger, Baroness rd, Hackney rd, Wholesale Boot 
mes. une 13 at 3 at office of Holmes, Finsbury pavement, Cooper 
incoln’s inn fiel 


Claxton, Nathaniel, Berners maw, Oxford st, Leather Gilder. June 16 att 


office of Hayward, King st, Guil 
Collins, Godfrey, Hanne 
Paul’s chbrs, Ludgate hill 
Collinson, Henry, an nr Leeds, Leather Dealer. June 15 at 1 at of 
Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, 
Cowburn, William, Rishton, 
Church’ st, Blackburn. Aitken, A 


Crowe, Edward Samuel, Norwich, Licensed Victualler, June 14 at 11 at Di 


Inn, Duke’s st, Norwi 


ch 
Curry, Josiah, and John Lloyd, Bristol, Chemists. ae 14 at 12 at 


Benson and Carpenter, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Bris 


Davies, a Lampeter, Cardigan, Tailor. June 15 at 8 at offices of Ed ri 


Lampe 
Davies, we Thomas, Marwow . the Hill, Hair Dresser. June 18 at 2 at 
of Soames, Finsb 


ury 
Doddington, Edward Albert, He Hertford rd, Edmonton, Cow Keeper. June! 


8 at office of Morris, Aldermanbury postern 


Douglas, Robert, Clitheroe, Lancaster, Draper. June 23 at 11 at Mitre Hal 
dral ard, eroe a 
ictualler. June 19.1 tie 


Cathe Manchester. Easthams, Clit! 
Edwardson, dward, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Licensed V: 
office of Thomas, Ormskirk st, St Helen’s 
Elliott, Frances Mary, Sketty, nr Swansea, Teacher. June 18 at 2 at o 
bene, nh kg pl, 
Evans, D; 
office of Sims, Queen st, Neat: 
Fairhurst, James, Wigan, 
Market Hotel, Mesnes st, Wigan. Parkerson. 
Fell, Henry, High st, Battersea, Stonemason. June 18 at 8 at pffice of 
ormw' 
Fewson, John, Kingston on Hull, Licensed Victualler. June 15at8 at o 
ummers, Manor st, Kingston on Hull 
, William, Northampton, Provision Dealer. June 19 at 8 at offices of E 
po age Northampton 
Forrester, Hi , Hanley, Stafford, Hay Dealer. June 23 at 11 at office of G 
Tronmarket, Newcastle under Lym 
kiy, William, Leeds, Tailor. "Tou 18 at 8 at office of Craven, East p 


OB, Ja Jecob, 8) hipley, York, » Auctioneer. June 138 at 11 at office of Wright, Iver 


Grant, oa ames, Pavement, Clapham, Poulterer. June 26 at 2 at office of B 
South st, Finsb 

Gray, Thomas, heheven, Cumberland, Butcher. June 20 at 11 at o 
Brown, Scotch st, Whitehaven 

bey to een Grocer. June 19 at 3 at office of Thomas, Wi 
t) ‘J 

y; William, Liverpool, Blacksmith. June 18 at 2 at office of Cox, Oros 

Liverpool 


Harris, Samuel, and Henry Walter, Seear, Cow Cross st, West Smithfield, P 2 


vision Dealers Tune 90 at 2 at office of Tribe and Co, Moorgate st bldgs. 
uit Co, Ludgate 
eawood, J. ~ Leicester, Grocer, Jithe 19 at 3 at office of E 
sc brs, Grey Friars, Leicester 
Wana a Bake June 18 at 11 at office of Evans, Bank chbr 


i n, Lewis, Newcastle u Tyne, Cattle Dealer. J 1 at 2 at 0 

—er and Bates, rtp st, Newcastle apne whi 

it, Henry Writtle, Essex, Grocer. June 21 at 1 of Woodard a 

Hilton, John, Blackpool, Fancy Goods Dealer. June 18 at 8 at office of 
‘dg, Da st, oe 





st, Routaeenncon 
part, Portien omas, Tom , = ll and William H, » Che 





» June 19at 3 at oflice of Gee, High st, 


Sunderland, Durham, “Cabinet Maker. June 19 at 12 ‘" 


rd, Fulham, Clerk. June 29 ai 2 at office of Wi a 


, Lee 
Lancaster, Seager. June 18 at 11 at Old Bull H 


wansea Ns 
Daniel, Eesavee, ae Meath, Glamorgan, Shoe Dealer. June 18 at 18 
Lancaster, out of business. June 18 at 3 at Ne 


+g - = Furniture Dealer. June'16 at 12 at office of 


om, oF . ‘on at 
+4 a . 


a <i & 


ttt 


: 


ent 


x 


Vo at ot eee ee 
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liam nt Goventay. Bicycle Mipenhotaren, June 21 at 11 at Craven Arms 
Ory Tent’ Chemical Grinder. June 18.at 11 at office of 

Burslem grocer. June 12 at 10 at Black Swan, Coney 
~ er June 18 at 3 +. oe at of Calvert, St 


Rogerson, chi 
er Merchant, June 20 at 11 at North Stafford 


ag ee upon Tre 
fore 


4c Beockpor "Leather 


anes, Te Trent. Ad 
rodes , Monmouth, 


urslem 


Alfred Lam rt, Bedford, —, Gardener. 
and Webb, St *Paul’s sq, Bedford 


Frederick Crawford, Newcastle w pon Tyne, out of business. June 15 at 
weastle upon Tyne 
atchmaker. June 14 at 12 at Queen’s 
Yn Evans and Davies, Swansea 
tlantic rd, Brixton, Grocer. June 26 at 4 at office of 
pans Armee yd, Coleman st 


Grainger st West, 
Hg oie ae, Swansea, Glam, oie Wat 


my King Charies, side. Wetherfield, 

st, Cheapside. etherfie 
Portsladie-by-Sea, Sea, Sussex, *Plumber. 

pavement 

~ 


ce 
East P. 


in 


Cannon st, 


| Charnle 
aquest Sweeting st, Liverpool 
id and Thomas 


Roberts, Kingswinford, 
iB at 1 1.0 a office of Homfray and Holberton, High st, Belecdey 


Samuel Peake, Fenton, Staffo: 
Hanley. Jackson, ~ 


Se acide, 


Hanley 
obn feney. Hereford, Bootmaker. Ju une 21 at 12.30 at office of Wallis, 


uOwen st, Hereford 


, Telstrim, St Agnes, Cornwall, Grocer. June 16 at 12 at office of Cock, 
 Tivudeaham, Stationer. June 18 at 3 at office of Thomas, Water- 


Barrow-in-Furness, Dealer in Petroleum Oil. June 19 at 11 at 
Carnforth. Garn 


~  paemaene Wool Dealer. June 19 at 11 at 
, York, Grocer. June 20 at 12 at office of Cartwright and 
hard ‘Richard, Swansea, Builder. June 13 at 3 at office of Evans and Davies, 





tome and Son, Main st, 
(x, Ann Matthews 


ws, Christchurch, 
ice of Lloyds, Bank chbrs, Newport 


+ ar, 


A. nd 
ones, Bethesda 


Bures Hamlet, Essex, Baker. June 13 at 2 at Cups Hotel, Col- 


autre, Sudbury 


, Birkenshaw, ot Beerhouse Keeper. June 18 at3 at office of 


Westgate, Dew 
Robert Walker, Notting) , Trimmin, 
olive of Wells png Bt Hind, Fletcher gate, Nottin, 
Ezekie! 
Wah and Co, tongen Victoria st 
hen, James, Bolton, 
py st, Bolt allem, 


ford, B Stratford, ,pockingbam, Builder. 
at Pe Hotel, nr Blet nr Bletchicn Sea png be lis, Leighton Buzza: 


tion. 


hn, Derby, Bricklayer. June 18 ae 3 at office of Leech — Co, St James’ 
i Derby Cottrel, Devizes, Wilts, Miller. June 25 at 2 at 16, Market pl, 


Hancock, Devizes 


‘ ‘Wolstanton, | Stafford, Publican. June 19 at 12 at office of Alcock, 
ncis Stale sey Ni .seengham, Jeweller. June 25 at 11 at office of Maples, 


rem ent, 

chester. Walker, Manches 
iam, Gosforth, 
Wileon, 1. an ‘Nicholas ekingha, Newcastle on 


mand Penny, wwhotee 


mmonger. June 20 at 2 at King’s Head 


mn e, Glazier. June 18 at 12 at 
st, Newcastle on T: 


Leeds, Commission Agent. June 19 at 3 at office of 
Peter, Lytham, ‘Lancaster, out of business. June 18 at 10.30 at office of 
James, Liverpool, General Dealer. June 18 at 3 at office ef Pennock 


Swansea 
ober , Bangor, Carnarvon, Tailor, June 20 at 1.30 at Station Hotel, 


g Manufacturer. 
uess rd, Canonbury, Shiva Factor. June 18 at 3 at office of 
June 21 at3 at office of Taylor and Son, 


a Ne at sigatocvener. June 29 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral 
ae ae Builder. * une 13,at 11 at office of 
Farmer. June 18 at 11.80 at office of 


19 at ry at office of Mon: 
Welch, 9 


Pottow, 3: 


'yne 
June 21 at 11 at office of | Wilson, George, Darlingto: 


Wood, Edward, Hastings, 
Wood, Thomas, Killham, 

Summers, Manor st, Kin 
Woodhouse, John, Newar 


Wozencroft. Geo 
wae of Minor, 


June 20 at 3at office of 


Wren’ st, Leeds 


itgomery, 
ward, Ipswich, Stonemason. June 15 at 2.30 oy 
hancery lane. Cobbold and Co, Ipswich 
ghtman, Samuel Radford, 

= oftice of Travell and Woodward, Victoria bl 
Wildblood, Edmund, Burslem, ete eS 

Tomkinson and Furnival, St John’ 
Williams, J zones Stephen, ‘Bristol, Tailor. June 15 5 at 2 at office of Broad and 


Wilshere, Richard’ Harris, Upmins 
Rising Sun Inn, Romford. = Winchester House, Old 


Mann. Claremont, Hastings 
nr ® Driffield, York, Grocer, 


12.30 at office of Newton and 
West Gorton, nr Manchester, Boot Maker. June 15 at 3 at 

rown st, Manchester 

ht, George, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. June 15 at3 at office of Blacklock, 


Waterworth, William, York, Butcher. June 16 at 11 at office of Crumbie, Stone- 
Wate i Slater, Newcastle on 


Tyne, Musical Instrument Dealer. June 
Blackett st. Newcastle on 
ce of Rhodes and 


Clayprie, he ewer k, Lincoln, Grocer. June 18 at 3 
Victoria st, Ni 
. June 22 at 11 at office of 


ter. Essex, Miller’s Foreman. June 2% at2at 
Broad st 


urham, Fruit Merchant, June 16 at 11 at office of 


Robinson, Chancery iane. Danington 


Business Transfer Agent. June 16 at 11 at office of 
June 15 at 1 at office of 
ton upon 


eon re, Nottingham, Fellmonger. June 19 at 
allis, Middle-gate, Newark-upon-Trent 
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Stafford, Innkeepers. 


hill 
jumbers, June 18 at 11 at 
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ZER’S COCOATINA, 
tic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
of fat extracted. 
heaity pronounce it “the most maples. per- 
i for icheon, or 
invaluable for Invalids and C laren. 
commended by the 


tire Medical 
hy end aga 
rie of cltmaten, and is four times 


en Press. 

ore or other admixture, it suits 

n of Cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED Ls 
and IN BEALITY CHEAPER than such 


on § Py: Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
ER & CO 10, Adam-street, London, W.0, 


RS. JOHNSON & DYMUND 
Snnounce that their SALES by AUCTION a 
Chains, apes, Precious Stones, &c. 

On Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, and 


Trustees, and 





Me attention of Solicitors, Executors, 
8 particularly called to this ready means for the 
of deceased and other vlients, 
quence of the ud ar of their Sales, Messrs. 


bei pe to incl 


ore Aap mont or Transfer. 
the City Auction Ropme 


© large or small quantities at 


Terms on appli- 
(established 1793), 38 


to notify that their 


ing, » are 
excepted), 





ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 208, and me TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
Estimates an 
—P TING. DE nae, Chambers, © & MOUSE REPAIRS.— 


Carved Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
Desi &c. Bedroom Furniture, including Bedstead and 


esigns, 
Bedding, i uf 10s, 
Y LARGE | SHOW ROOMS, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
203, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
mn. B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 





AUCTION ROOMS 


Specially for the Sale of Lite Pro 
hy of Art, 47, LEICESTER SQUARE, 
M ‘ESSRS. PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg tc 
announce that the above rooms are open daily for 
the reception of all kinds of Literary and Art Property, 
Musical Collections, &c., intended for Sale by Auction. 
Messrs, P. & S. feel assured that the necessary knowledge 
(gained only b: | lon be 7 rage and the extensive con. 
nection enjoy Bd heir firm will bea sutticient guarantee 
to solicitors and others that such property entrusted tc 
their care will be arranged for sale in the most advan- 
alnasions for Pro Du f 
‘or Probate or Legac or for Public 
or Private Sale. ati 


EstaBuisuzD (uy PICCADILLE) 1704, 


rty, Music, and 
LON DON, 


submitted tree f for entirely Fur. | 








EDE AND SON, 
ROBE » Pr 4 « MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her M: the Lord Chancellor, the 
. oe ery Bench, (elites 5 Baws Beg ee 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


100 Shares in the Equity and Law Life Assurance 
Society of £100 each, on which £6 per share has been 
paid ; the last dividend was 17s. 6d. ae share, and 
itis increasing at each quavenaies division ; 350 
Shares in the Law Union Fire and Life Insurance 
Company of £10 each, on which 12s. per share has 
been poaag the ae dividend is — 25 per cent. ; 
also, Stock in the Law Reve rsionary Interest 
Society, which pays 6 per cent., pgs most ex- 
cellent investments to members 0: ive lal 
pesos, and others. To be SOLD S AU Nin 

ots, by 

WN ESSRS. HUMBERT & SONS, at the 

AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, London, 

E.C., on MONDAY, JUNE 11, 1883, at “TWO 0 elock 

srecisely, by direction of the Executor of the late J. 

ovegrove, Esq. 

culars and a of sale 


at the place of sale ; Bryan, 
the Auctioneers, 
Serle-street), London, 





of J 
Gloucester; and of 
fields (corner of 
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NORWOOD. 
ieapebtennt Fi yeeebed oe ee Sint ols a 








tilization of the whole estate, which ma; 
ely be pronounced to possess within itse’ 
—- of a most remunera 
on 


houses, in ding d 
~making uring, by th ci 
cauneonant Pita elinost illimitable oe 
ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 
will SELL, at the MART, on V WEDNESDAY 


EXT, JUNE in One re Lots. 
we ESTATE “of “about 02 
acres, fo % Farm, but more 
recen' 

a, Norwood (to which it has a frontage) 

ad promote highs sae mae a on _ ace | 
oceu: oe ouses and on,the other 

b ap ng rst z the Crystal Palace High and 
Low ere, orwood, ornton Heath, Nor- 
es gf unction, and Streatham Stations are 
g roadways on the south 





to 


mart thoror the wt ny 
<3 of the Dulwich an > ie Bill for 
has passed the Commons) is complete, with its 
the estate, nothing will be wan con- 
ducive to successful development. The strip of land 
from Beulah-hill is held under an unrestricted lease 
for 90 ata pas gd rent. 
Scott, Solici Old Sewryechan oe Oot 
born, 14, e m bers, 3; 0 
Messrs. Thompson, So & Broo licitors, 62, 
Cornhill, E.C. ; and of al 
99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C. 


So 
Edwin hiro & Bousfield, 
SOUTH BELGRAVIA, on the CUBITT ESTATE. 
By order of Baseshons, .—A capital Town House, 


‘or occupation, wi possession, in the best part of 
St. Geo: are, a most convenient and fashion- 








rege’ 
able position, with stabling and coachhouse in the 
rear. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 
will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY 
NEXT, JUNE 13, at TWO, the valuable GROUND 
LEASE of the spacious FAMILY RESIDENCE, No. 
117, St. George uare, erected in the most sub- 
stantial manner, an saplcte with every convenience 
conducive to comfort, rooms being all lofty, and 
of ample proportions. The house has a west aspect, 
enjoys a charming view over the large extent of = 
den ground in the square, the Grosvenor Embank- 
ment, and the river. There are 10 bed and dressing 
—— on three floors, bath room, handsome double 
room and conservatory, spacious g 
corr and smo rooms, inner and outer 
¢ offices. The house is in 
a halls, aid 8 state of decorative repair, and for the 
convenience of a buyer for occupation is offered with 
vacant possession. In the rear is capital stabling for 
three horses, with coachhouses, lofts, and men’s room 
over, inne oe fora oie term at the low ground-rent of 


“May be view viewed cards, and particulars obtained 
er & on, Solicitors, 12, Savile- 

oewe fo the Mace, and of Messrs. Edwin Fox & 
Bousfieid, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C. 


CITY OF LONDON. 


A capital Freehold Building Site, etpete in Seething- 
lane, to be pip ty ween i lease for 80 ears, ata 
ground-rent to be determined by competition. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX «& BOUSFIELD 





opposite 

new station on the oe District Railway, 
which will be opened vera shortly. It covers an area 
of about 5,400 super feet, and is immediately available 
for the erection of warehouses and offices, which, in 
such a position, cannot pave otherwise than abund- 
antly remurierative. The lease will be for 80 years, 
without any onerous restrictions, and a peppercorn of 
six months will be granted. 

Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Smythe & 
Brette'’ Solicitors, 2, Staple-inn, Holborn, W.C.; 
Messrs. Ford & Heske chitects, 21, Alderman- 
bury, E.C. ; at Sune Mart; and of Messrs.  Makiane Fox 
& Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, EC 


CHESHUNT 
Freehold Buil Estate of 8 acres 25 perches, oc- 
cupying a position close to the railway station, and 
ripe for the erection of a superior class of residence 
Mirrce MOSS & JAMESON (late 
PRICE & se will ig by AUCTION, at 


e MART. City, sone DAY 
Diiawearecc eas aluable BUIL 
plnpraqunioan vi extensive front 


Soom te ard be had of William 
New-inn, Strand; at 
in the ‘neighbourhood ; and at 
0. 48, Chaucery-lane. 








caps gate GARDENS. 
Ex good, | long Leasehold Improved 


ceptionall; 

Ground-teate of £244 annum, secured by man- 

7 as abov affording an excellent opportunity 
or the Foca Ke ent of trust funds. By order of 


Eieoutors and ving owner. 


CHINNOOR, GALSWORTHY & CHIN- 
NOCK will SELL by AUCTION, atthe MART, 

Tokenhouse-yard, HO. ., on TUESDAY, 

TWO o'clock, in ur Lots, LEASEHO. 

PROVED GR din REN’ TS, eaae as to £244 

a year, arising out of and fully secured by the noble 


sions, Nos, 42, and 48, oe gyre ag aero with 
ling to to each, ani an additional coac -house, the 


e of the rack rental value of £2,120 oo a 
i direct from the Westminster Estate, 

leases, for unexpired terms of about 72 goes, at oe iow 
ground-rents, and under-leased to highly res ae 
sible tenants at improved rents, as above, with 
reversions to the rack rentals. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may_be obtained 
of Edward Brom] yeas 43, Bedford-row, 
W.C.;. Messrs 0! Sons, 23, Mount-street, 
W:; it the Mart; and of Messrs, Ghinnock & Co. 

‘ai sw. and Surveyors, No, 11, Waterloo-place, 
pant 


GROSVENOR GARDENS, BELGRAVIA. 

To Trustees and Capitalists. .—Long Leasehold In- 
vestments of the highest class, on the Westminster 
Estate, produ £2,450 per annum. By order of 
Executors and surviving owner, 


HINNOCK. GALSWORTHY, & CHIN- 
NOCK will SELL by AUCTION, atthe MART, 
Tokenhouse- .C., on TUESDAY, JUNE 12, 
at TWO o’clock, in Four Lots, the ‘noble long 
LEASEHOLD TOWN MANSIONS, with stabling, 
being Nos. 36, 38, 40, and 50, venor-; 
cocapying one of the’ best tions in this arinto. 
locality, overlooking the ornamental gardens 
in front, and situate er a few minutes’ walk of 
Buckingham Palace and the parks, being of hand- 
some elevation, most substantially built, z 
extensive frontages, finished and fitted ughout 
in the best manner, and suited in every way for the 
abode of es of. distinction. The accommoda- 
tion of each house is similar, and comprises 15 bed 
and dressing rooms, bath room, noble double 
drawing room, boudoir, dining room, library, and 
gentleman’s room, with extensive, well-arran 
domestic accommodation in the ment. e 
stabling is complete, and each set comprises accom- 
modation for four 9 harness room, coach-house 
for two carriages, and three men’s tn Ge over. 
The property, which is held direct from his Grace the 
Duke of West: ster, on separate leases, for terms 
having about 72 years unexpired, at low ground- 
rents, is let, on leases, as under :— 
No. 36, Grosvenor-gardens, with detached 
stabling, to his mee pees Ae Baron dag bong £600 0 
No. 38, with detached sta’ 
Grant, at ber annum, inawepainer “t's “£700 600 0 
No. 40, with s tabling in rear, to his Excel- 
0 
0 








lency Count Bylandt, at per annum .- 600 
No. 50, with stabling in rear, to his Excel- 
lency Prince Jon Ghica, at per annum 650 














, ALFRED Mavic has recei 

structions to SELL by ACCOR A 
AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse - rod 
E.C.,. near the Bank of 
JUNE 18, at TWO precisely, the above | 

TATE, in One Lot. 
with plan and. conditions of 

fessrs. Co! Bristo 


citors, 4, 
1, Bish 





ertts 
St. Helen’ e-placs, Bishopsgate-stree 





Preliminary Advertisement. 
RO rate al and tage! ope thes 








Estate known as Werndee 
walk of the Norwood Junction 

dsome modern Residence and buil 
and meadow 
frontage to Portlan ' 
Drapery “ini pee its ny crate and situation D 
pro; indica’ ortance an ; 


comms a th = copia detache 


houses, an 
thos most ¢ fim: ortant stanton es 
Park and mp oy 
frontage nearly opposite to the entrances to ¥ 
Croydon Station. y 
F y be had ong 





particulars, with plans, 
tion to the Auctioneers, 21, 
and 32, Nicholas-lane, Lombard: 





Total 0 
May be viewed by spec ial permission of ihe te celbhcite 
only, and particulars and conditions of sale obtained 
of sews Bromley, Esq., Solicitor, 48, Bedford-row, 
.C.; of Messrs. ‘olland & Sons, 23, Mount-street, 
W.; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Chinnock, & Co., 
Land Agents and Surveyors, 11, Waterloo-place, 
Pall-Mall, 8.W. 


R. B. A. REEVES is instructed to SELL 

by AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, 

JUNE 29, at TWO o’clock precisely, the following 
PROPERTIES :— 

SURBITON.— An excellent Freehold Investment 
in two private Residences, Nos.7 and 8, St. Andrew’s- 
square, Surbiton. Let to capital tenants on repairing 
leases yk to £165 per annum.—Solicitor, 
E. Reeves, Esq., 11, New-court, Carey-street, 


UPPER NORWOOD.—A charming detached 
family Residence, known as Ravenscroft, G 
road, Upper Norwood, Situate on the brow aes the 

hills, and within 12 minutes’ of the Crystal P 
Centre Transept, and the High Level cnt canst 
Junction Stations. The house contains eight bed 
rooms, three reception rooms, billiard room, conser- 
vatory, and pleasure grounds of half an acre, beauti- 
fully timbered. Possession can be had at Michaelmas 
next. Leaschold for 80 years, at a ground-rent of 
£20 per annum,.—Solicitor, Thos. Durant, Esq., 5, 
= thall-chambers, Basinghall-street, E. C. 

CROYDON.—Freehold and Leasehold Investments, 
comprising two Freehold Cottages, known as Nos. 1 
and 2, Queen’s-road, let weekly, at rents amounting 
to £36 per annum ‘also two Villa Residences, Nos. 14 
and 15, Cz athcart-villas, St. Saviour’s-road, Croydon; 
rental value £36 per annum each ; held on long lease 
at moderate ground-rents. —folicitors, Messrs. Wise, 
Son, & Cooke, Ashborne, Derbyshire, and E. W. 
Reeves Esq., 11, Ne w-court, Care ry -street, W.C. 

T --A valuable hold Estate in 
eight well-built Dueling Houses, Nos. 2to 16 (even 
numbers pad Ranelagh-road, Barking-road, East Ham, 
and ucing from actual and estimated weekly 
rentals an income of £166 per annum. Lor 
hold, at — ana tm —Solicitor, + 4 Kelly 
White, Esq., Chanesey- ‘ 

The pro rst he may be oh swe, and particulars, 
with cond ops, me may be obtained of t Solicitors, 
or of the Aw meer; 27, Chancery-laiie, W.C, 








PALL MALL. 
Important Investment, nearly equal 
‘0 Cay wom Clubs, Insurance 
Clad Chambers vernment or Public Ofbees, 
Others sil ' 
position.—Nos. 50 and 61, Pall . 
viece, havi a ran uhexpired term Of ry 
emall ground-ren‘ possenting te frontage 
teet, with a depth of 100 feet or thersabouts, 


- HEDGER will SELL by AUOTE 


spate nah a ote ao 


Pyrenean 


a owt feecina & SU 
ton, acer 3. and. 
sealers Offices, a / Pall 3 


ae aa DEBENHAM, TEW 
\ RMER, Se BRIDGEWATER’S 
ESTATES, and HOUSES 





to be SOLD or LET, ne 
d Shooting @ janie, Napaia, “Groaned 
an ig Qua Faris. Groune "S 
Charges, House Pro vestments g 
published on the fine di ay of each month, and 
obt » free of charge, at their offices, 80, Oh 
E.C., or ‘will be sent by post in return for two 
Particulars for insertion should be received not 
four days previous to the end of the preceding mo 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMP. 
Established 1836, 





Heap Orrices:—LONDON AND ABERDEEN, — 
Fire Premiums .® vee tee 
Life Premiums ... > 
Interest... eee vee 
Accumulated Funds jee ee 
\UMMEROIAL UNION ASSURAM 
Can PM paride ob ae — MARINE. | e 


One fal oat — osaets ode 
Life Wands in ial Trust 
ders e 


Total Annual Preminin Income 
Currey Ovricns: 19 any 20, CORN 
Wusr Ewp Ovvicn: 8, PALL MALL, 








